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Arr. I. A Word of Admonition and Warning to Congregations. 


To make a choice of one to be a pastor, is one of the most important 
transactions to which a christian people can be called. The account 
which the scriptures give of his work is sufficient proof of this. To 
“preach the unsearchable riches of Christ’—to “teach them to ob- 
serve all things whatsoever Christ has commanded’’—to “ perfect the 
saints and edify the body of Christ, till they all come in the unity of the 
faith and of the knowledge of the Sou of God”—is a work most honora- 
ble indeed, and it is also most holy and pure. He that toucheth it 
should he holy in his faith, his motives and conversation ;—faithful as a 
steward of the mysteries of God ;—giving to every one his portion of 
meat in due season ;—It is his constant duty to “take heed to himself 
and to his doctrine,” every thing depends on it—* for in so doing he 
shall both save himself and them that hear him.” He must be “ cruci- 
fied to the world and ihe world to him.” His leading desire must be 
‘to know nothing among them save Jesus Christ, and him crucified.” 
He must be incessant in prayer—and “instant in season and out of sea- 
son, reproving, rebuking, and exhorting with alllong suffering and doc- 
trine.” He is bound to show himself a pattern in all things, “in doc- 
trine showing uncorruptness, gravity, sincerity, sound speech that can 
not be condemned.” He must endure the hardness of a good soldier ;— 
and finally, he must deny himself, and take up his cross, and follow his 
Master whithersoever he goes. Surely, to choose according to this model, 
is no slight or trivial matter. It is not the time to gratify taste or please 
the fancy. 

The solemn charges which are given to the man, proceed upon the 
awful import of his work. It will extend even to the day of judgment, 
and affect its proceedings. After writing a whole epistle of charges and 
directions to the pastor, the inspired Apostle concludes in this solemn 


manner: ‘I give thee charge in the sight of God, who quickeneth all 
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things, and Jesus Christ, who before Pontius Pilate, witnessed a good 
confession, that thou keep this commandment without spot unrebukeable 
until the appearing of our Lord Jesus Christ.” (1 Tim. vi. 13.) And a 
second epistle concludes in the same solemn manner; “1 charge thee 
before God and the Lord Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick and 
the dead at his appearing and his kingdom, preach the word, be instant 
in season, out of season, reprove, rebuke, exhort, with all long suffering 
and doctrine.” (2 Tim. iv. 1,2.) Titus receives in substance the same 
charge, to “speak the things that become sound doctrine.”—* In all things 
showing thyself a pattern of good works, &c.””—* Holding fast the faith- 
ful word as thou hast been taught ;” and all this he was to do, * Looking 
for the blessed hope and the glorious appearing of the great God and 
our Saviour Jesus Christ.” 

With his eye upon the judgment seat ought the pastor to go through 
al! his Jabor—under the solemn impression that it must be reviewed that 
day by him whose eyes are as a flame of fire. And by nothing that is 
less solemn ought the minds of the people to be impressed when they 
proceed to call him to this work. 

The exceeding greatness of the promise too, which is made to him who 
is called to the work, strongly implies that the giving of the call ought 
to be a matter of weight and seriousness on their minds. “Lo, I am 
with you alway, even unto the end of the world.” ‘ My presence shall 
go with and I will give you rest.” What affront do you offer to the in- 
finite Holy Majesty that would call aman to come to you in the confi- 
dence of these words to gratify a taste for fine speaking? Must not 
that necessarily be consonant with the divine wisdom, and in harmony 
with all the perfections of God, to which he will thus pledge his support- 
ing presence /—** Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever Fine 
commanded you.’ Will you have your minister to do any thing less, or 
any thing beyond this, in hope that Christ will still say, ‘* Lo, I am with 
you?” No, certainly. Had Moses fallen in with the views of the mul- 
titude, and faced about to Egypt, or had the Apostles ventured to pro- 
ose things of their own device, this great promise would instantly have 
scales as great a threatening, and consuming wrath would have met 
them at every step. ‘If we, or an angel from Heaven, preach any other 
gospel than that we have preached, let him be accursed.” Christ's very 
promise to support his servants, his faithful servants, becomes a sword to 
fight against them in every thing in which they depart from his com- 
mands, . 

How highly necessary, then, must it be to a people that they have 
“those things which Christ has commanded,” neither more nor less, as 
the end of theircall? As they value Christ’s promise to themselves and 
their pastor, and as they dread his displeasure, let ‘these things,”’ and 
only these, be all their purpose and desire in the matter. 

The man who stands in the pastor’s place, whatever his special views 
may be, occupies a commanding station, In the pulpit, he has the op- 
portunity of addressing the community at large on all the concerns of 
the eternal state. And it is to be expected that as is the priest so is the 
people. They will imperceptibly form after his model. He has access 
to put forth all his influence upon the leading principles in every circle 
of society, from th» family to the highest and largest association. He 
has a vote in all the great questions in the ecclesiastical court, which are 
to affect the interests of religion over the church. He touches all things 
affecting the welfare, not only of his cotempory generation, but the suc- 
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ceeding and unborn, either directing them to the strait gate or the broad 
descending path to destruction—holding up the true light in the church 
or beguiling her into the ways of apostacy which end in utter dark- 
ness. His influence is immense, and when very popular, the confidence 
that is placed in him is unbounded. When he belies the hopes of a con- 
fiding people, and falls from his integrity, the shock is tremendous. It is 
like the main pillars of a building giving way—the mind is filled with 
terror and dismay, and knows not which way to turn for safety. As when 
the ark of God was taken, the heart of the godly is stricken with grief 
and sorrow, and the uncircumcised triumph. How grave a matter, then, 
is it for a people to choose a man for this place ? What need to have the 
mind enlightened by the glory of Christ, and the heart established in the 
love of the truth ?—To have the whole soul ascending in prayer for the 
accomplishment of that promise—* I will send them pastors according 
to my heart, which shall feed my people with knowledge,” when they 
come together to perform this grave act ! What need is there to be not 
hasty—to make close and painful inquiry after his true sentiments—man- 
ner of life and particular conduct—to take the utmost heed to his strain 
of doctrine and the savor of his daily conversation—how vast is the im- 
portance to themselves, and the whole church, to ascertain with precision 
his understanding and attachment to the peculiar principles of the pro- 
fession—that all these things be weighed in the balance of the sanctuary ? 
Let not a first impression carry the judgment. This were to trifle with 
one of the most weighty and sacred matters. Many things concur to 
make a first impression fallacious. The first appearances of a candidate 
are generally more guarded, and his first discourses more highly embel- 
lished. ‘The curiosity of all is strongly excited to hear the new man, 
and he is unwilling that they should go away displeased or disappointed. 
If he is young, the fancy of the young is taken with him on that account, 
and their influence on a vote, though indirect, is frequently great. A 
young preacher does not always know his own views—his mind has not 
been brought to bear on many questions of great interest. Itis only fu- 
ture trials and incidents that bring forth the whole man to view—there- 
fore, beware of first impressions, they are not to be trusted. 

But for a christian people, professing to be Christ’s witnesses, and 
looking forward to the judgment seat—deciding upon the man that is to 
prepare them for it, by his personal appearance, his graceful air, his fine 
voice, rhetorical gestures and eloquent speaking—how shall I express 
the enormity of their trifling with eternal things! It is foolish madness ! 
horrible guiltiness ! 

When there is a keen relish for the sincere milk of the word, and an 
ardent desire after Christ, such things will have no power to fascinate. 
In vain will you offer the finest dish to a child at the breast of its mother, 
and in like manner will all such exterior ornaments be esteemed by a people 
that is thirsting for the word of God. The preacher who puts them not out 
of conceit with themselves—who makesnot the light of the sun of righte- 
ousness shine into the depths of their hearts—and discovers not the mon- 
strous iniquities that lie concealed there from human vicew—who sends 
them not away loathing themselves—longing for evangelical holiness— 
and in love with “the Chief among ten thousand”—is not the man of 
their choice. ‘The man that palliates their iniquities, and flatters their 
pride and vanity, that they may in their turn flatter his, excites their 
pity and their prayers, but never their admiration. 

But, unhappily, christian congregations are not always in this good 
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condition. They frequently lose their appetite for the manna, and long 
for the flesh pots, the onions and the garlic. At such times, a man of 
a much lower tone will suit their taste. And when itis a time of gene- 
ral decline, and love is waxing cold, and the heart 1s warm towards the 
world, those qualifications which are of greatest concern to the soul are 
never brought into view. The deciding questions are like the frame of 
the heart which formed them. Is he a popular speaker ?—moving and 
pathetic? Is he likely to fill the seats’—ruise the salary ’—and gather 
a large and popular congregation ? 

It happens often in such a low time, that congregations conceive an 
idea that there is something peculiar in their case requiring a very choice 
and peculiar man to suit them—a man of rare qualifications, that will 
catch the fancy and please the taste of their vicinity—a great man, able 
to preach to great people. Such an idea soon gathers weight as it cir- 
cles round, and decides the public mind ; and they must have such a man 
or none. And when they have espied him, or think they have, they will 
compass sea and land to obtain him, Money in figures loads the sub- 
scription paper; a splendid church, and crimsoned off, must be built. 
A private anti-l?resbyterial embassy must be sent tonegotiate. Tis well 
if it stop here, but 1 forbear the rest. 

Perhaps they do not succeed then, because not sustained by right prin- 
ciples; their hopes are dashed to the ground ; and in a fit of desponden- 
cy they give up the whole matter. At least, this will be the case with 
many individuals. Whereas, had all been right in their motives and de- 
sires, they would say to this effect : God is sovereign in sending a fixed 
dispensation to a particular congregation, as much as in sending the gos- 
pel to the Gentiles at first —I wil wait with my soul for Gud. If the 
vision tarry, it is for a set time. The time set will come. And Zion 
shall be built. 

Perhaps they succeed, and get their supposed great man. And it may 
be this will be the greater disappointment of the two, and the beginning 
of sorrows. They are now so big with expectations that it is not possi- 
ble for man, encompassed with infirmity, to meet them. Mankind in 
general are easily flattered, and ministers are not invincible. The very 
winds will whisper in the ear of this pastor elect the people’s soft insin- 
uation, It touchesall the springs of his soul, and they move in willing 
accordance to it. He is a great man and expects a great people, and 
mutual disappointment can scarcely fail to follow. Suill this is the least 
of the evis. The tongue cannot utter cither the multitude or magnitude 
of the wickedness and woe that have arisen in the church from begin- 
nings like this. ; A . 

Is this great mana modern Judas? For pieces of silver he will be- 
tray his Master (the people or the cause, or both) with a kiss. Is he a 
Diotrephes and /oves the pre-eminence? he will soon begin “to prate 
with malicious words,” instead of preaching Christ. Is he * proud?’ he 
will presently “ dote about questions and strifes of words.” Is he a 
Demas? he will Jove the world in some shape better than the church : 
And she must go with him and conform to the world, or he will leave her 
to shift for herself. Is he a Pope? he will claim to be worshipped. 
What can hungry souls expect from such? Atthe very most—* nothing but 
light food, and their soul is dried away;” and perhaps the “waters are 
so bitter that they cannot drink at all, and they who drink die.” The 
life and power of faith is gone—love and humility, meekness and confi- 
dence, with all the sister graces, ashamed at the conduct of their pattern 
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and leader, are unwilling to stay behind. Public spirit faints at the sight 
clean away. And none lame nts, not a tearisshed. Then cold civility 
and hypocri tical compliment, party purposes aid selfish aims, occupy 
their places. 

And now, christian reader, how do you think the Lord Jesus Christ 
will look upon all this? He has be en highly dishonored. A worm has 
been put in his place. A worm whom his favor and bounty distinguish- 
ed. How has he been slighted! the shining of the glow-worm has been 
preferred to the splendor of the sun. His authority in the thing which 
he has commanded has been disregarded, and the promise of his pre- 
sence has passed for nothiog in forming this unhallowed relation. His 
bride hath basely violated her engagements and taken up with another 
lover. His ordinances have been prostituted. The wall of his vineyard 
has been broken down—the sheep of his flock scattered and torn, 

These are heavy charges doubtless. On whom do they fall in this 
case? On this man, say the people. Right, but are the people clear? 
Nay, verily. They are pi artakers with him in a!l this guilt and shame, 
Did he * love the pre eminence ” they raised the platform to let him 
up. Has he betrayed his Master ! The *y promised him money. Is he 
proud, they flattered him. Has he loved the world and de bauched and 
ruined the church? they followed and gave him countenance. 

Let none be so deluded as to expect from Christ a blessing on this 
work, As soon may you expect from him his throne. And neutral He 
cannot be. Listen to the awful words that break from his lips—* These 
things saith the Son of God, who hath his eyes as a flame of fire, and his 
feet like unto fine brass. 1 know thy works—behold, I will cast her into 
a bed, and them that commit adultery with her into great tribulation, 
except they repent of their deeds. And I will kill her children with 
death. and all the churches shall know that Iam He that searcheth the 
hearts and the reins, and I will give to every one of you according to 
your works.”” Terrible things! and they are threatened on those who 
commit fornication and adultery, and eat things sacrifice dtoidols. And 
they who put a man in Christ’s place are guilty of them. They shave 
been often executed since they were first uttered. And _ stll they are 
threatened. Often has his blasting word fallen upon the much admired 
talents as it did upon the barren fig-tree, and dried them up by the roots. 
Consider this and be afraid, ye that overlook, supplant, betray him, lest 
he tear you in pieces and then there is no deliverer, 

A word or two to the serious and I have done. 

What has the church to expect from ordinances, unless Christ’: pre- 
sence be in them? You will probably say, nothing—no water to the 
panting soul, no refreshment to the hungry, no strength to him that is 
ready to faint, nothing conducive to the preparing of the soul for glory. 
And this is true. But then it is not all the truth. If his presence be not 
in them, they are deadly—the mind is puffed up, the heart is hardened, 
and the peuple sit down content with the form of godliness, and deny 
the power of it. And when the great day of reckoning comes, all the 
talents of God’s creation cannot balance their loss. 

Again, if Christ’s presence is in his ordinances, what will be wanting 
to make up the comiort, the peace, and growth in grace of the believer ? 
You will plainly say, nothing. His presence makes every word of truth 
to be food—darkness to be light—every bitter thing to be sweet. I. do 
not say that it will make bad grammar to be good, or awkward gestures 
to stand with the rules of rhetoric, but it will ‘make them invisible. You 
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will be like the captive princess, who saw not Cyrus for looking at the 
man—her husband, who offered his life for her liberty. 

Now, in a word—What sort of men have they generally been, whom 
Christ has called to the work, and whose labors he has most remarkably 
blessed? ‘Turn to the 1st chap. of 1 Corinth. 26th verse :—** Not many 
wise men after the flesh—not many mighty—not many noble are called. 
But God hath chosen the foolish things of the world to confound the 
wise, and God hath chosen the weak things of the world to confound the 
things that are mighty. And base things of the world, and things which 
are despised, hath God chosen—yea, and things that are not, to bring to 
nought things that are, that no flesh may glory in his presence.” 


A. G. 


Arr. Il. Further Reflections on the Treatment of our Colored 
Population. 


Mr. Eprror—I come now to speak of our common guilt in reference 
to our treatment of the unfortunate African race. Before entering on 
that subject, | wish very briefly to notice your remarks contained in the 
September No. 

You say I am still in the dark on the subject of slavery. The truth of 
that proposition I feel no disposition to controvert, and cannot but entreat 
others who are more enlightened, to dispel the gloom with which I may 
be surrounded. The only boon I crave is, that I may be permitted to 
lay my complaint fully before them, that their prescriptions may prove 
radical and complete. This I speak not in ironical bitterness, but in the 
simplicity of my heart. While, however, professing a willingness, as 
her votary, to drink at every fountain opened by truth, I must proclaim 
my resolution, as her enlisted soldier, to fight wherever] see her banner 
wave. Candor and plainness becomes the importance of the subject, 
and the perilous condition of our common country. The action of this 
generation touching the subject of slavery, may not only affect our fu- 
ture happiness, but on it may depend our existence as a nation. It be- 
comes the christian, then, to put on his armor and assume his station in the 
front of the embattled host, not to urge furious factions to deeds of car- 
nage and destruction, but to point out the path of duty with that firmness, 
meekness, and abiding confidence, which a righteous cause and a clear 
conscience never fai] to inspire. 

I must be singularly unfortunate in the use of language, as it seems I 
cannot make myself fairly understood. ‘To speak of slavery as an in- 
stitution of God, has never been my purpose, unless a tolerated evil may 
be so regarded. Since comparisons are considered well adapted to con- 
vey ideas distinctly, I shall introduce one to illustrate my sentiments and 
views. Suppose a person was to do some unlawful deed, by which all 
the members and functions of his body became infected with a_parali- 
zing and loathsome disease, would his suffering under that disease be 
sintul? Would it be sinful in him if he failed to use such limbs as had 
become impotent, before they were restored to strength? Duty would 
require him to resort to every proper means to have his health restored, 
that he might attain a perfect use of all his members, in their various and 











FO 1. 























Reflections on the Treatment of our Colored l'opulation. 439 


complicated functions, and whercin he failed to do so, he would be cul- 
pable. This may serve to illustrate our moral condition. Slavery among 
mankind, in all its phases, may be regarded as a part of this disease, and 
ought undoubtedly to be eradicated ; but in the body social, as in the 
body physical, much injury may be done by the application of violent or im- 
proper remedies, so it is highly imprudent to make, or attempt to make, 
a diseased limb perform the functions of a sound one. 

But am I ‘ certainly mistaken’ in supposing that tyranny and oppres- 
sion are not essential to slavery. I think I can not be mistaken. The 
Jews were permitted to buy persons; these persons were declared to be 
their money, and were subject to their control. Long before this permis- 
sion was given, the slave trade was regularly carried on. Now, were 
those persons not slaves when their masters owned them as property, and 
exercised authority over them as persons!’ Free men they could not be, 
and I know of no neutral ground on which to place them. That they 
were not preciseiy in the same condition with our slaves may be admitted, 
for perhaps no two people ever held slaves exactly inthe same way. Now 
God surely will not, surely he cannot, give a written permissive grant 
to a creature as a rule of action, which is essentially morally wrong. 
This argument appears to me, at least, to be conclusive and invulnerable. 
The divine law, so far as I know, grants no permission to sell a man, and 
herein is its beauty and benevolence manifested. We may buy a man 
in the exercise of the kindest feelings and noblest sentiments of our na- 
ture, but if we sell one, the promptings must come from the very foun- 
tain of mischief itself. But can we not imagine a case in which it would 
be an act of mercy and benevolence to enslave a person? It is well 
known, that among men in a rude stage of society, it is the law and the 
usage, too, to slay all captives taken in war ; even the Jews were allow- 
ed to do this, if the enemy refused the first offer of capitulation. Now, 
suppose a chieftain more humane than his fellows, instead of killing his 
captives, would take them into his family and service, and treat them 
kindly, would he be guilty of a breach of the divine law? Surely he 
would not. In his conduct towards them he might not come up fully to 
its injunctions, (who does do so) but he would be manifestly reaching 
forward to those things that are before. Our great sin in this land is, 
not that we have slaves, but that we are not striving with laudable and 
enlightened zeal to benefit them. We are sinning im fact against light 
and knowledge, and instead of going forward we are going backward, 
drawing the chain of bondage tighter and tighter. 

Were not the directions and admonitions of the sacred writers, given 
as a rule of conduct for servants, addressed to persons bound in involun- 
tary servitude? Have there not been in all ages of the world a large 
portion of the human family in that condition, arid can we suppose that 
a compassionate God has entirely overlooked them! It is clearly evi- 
dent, then, that the directions referred to have special respect to such 
persons, or they have been altogether neglected. On which horn of this 
dilemma those doctors choose to hang, who insist that the relationship 
of master and slave is sinful, is for themselves to determine, but on one 
of them hang they surely must. Voluntary servitude is a strange con- 
ception. Rational men will not engage to do service without compensa- 
tion, and if they do so for compensation, they exercise an unquestiona- 
ble attribute of freedom, the obligations being mutual and reciprocal be- 
twixt the parties contracting, one engaging to do one thing and the other 
engaging to do another thing. If they can be called servants at all, 
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they must be servants to each other. What there is in the condition of 
persons thus exercising the high functions of free men, which calls for 
sympathy and condolence, it is difficult to conceive. 

I am slow to believe that I misinterpret the Synod’s late act. If Synod 
did not intend to dissolve the relationship of master and slave within the 
bounds of our communion, it is difficult to conceive what was the object 
in view, and should this bond be dissolved, | am at a loss to see how the 
consequences pointed out could be avoided. 1 must think that A— B— 
in my last communication occupies the scriptural ground on which a 
slave-holder ought to stand; he gives his slave full compensation for all 
his labor, the extra labor spoken of being that which he performs for 
his master, when not tilling his allotted field, the master performing for 
him the combined office of protector, guardian and overseer. It is true 
there is nothing said about dissolving the relationship of master and slave, 
for the very obvious reason, that it cannot be done without the action of 
the commonwealth. In fact, in the present situation of the country, 
such a dissolution, if practicable, could operate only to the disadvantage 
of the slave, without conferring a solitary benefit. It is well known to 
those who are conversant with the laws of the slave-holding States, that 
the slaves have 1.0 legal existence as persons, that they cannot appear as 
parties in any law-suit before the lowest courts of justice, nor can they 
acquire, own, or convey the most insignificant piece of property, nor 
sustain an acuon for personal abuse. Hence the necessity of a guardian 
and protector. ‘A writing declaratory of his freedom,’ would convey 
to the slave neither right nor privilege ; indeed, for any thing that is good, 
it would prove entirely nugatory, though for harm it might not be so. 
Could any honest, conscientious master make such a solemn declaration, 
whilst his relation to the slave remained in other respects unchanged ? 
In what an awkward predicament would it place him? How could he, 
after having done so, appear before the law tribunals of the land, and 
aver that this person whom he declared to be free was his slave, and that 
the property which he had earned was his property. ‘This he would be 
compelled to do, in order to protect the person of the slave and the pro- 
perty which was in his hand. 

Such declaration could not even secure freedom of action for one 
hour, nor his domicile from continued inspection, because it would be un- 
just to require protection and exact accountability, where there was no 
authority to control. Let us point out precisely what the condition of 
this person would be after tnis solemn declaration had been made. He 
would not have the control of his own person; if assaulted, he could 
obtain no redress; he could neither earn, own, or convey property; he 
could collect no debts ; he could make no contracts; his house would be 
continually open to the inspection of another; himself and family, and 
the property in his hands, would be subject to execution and sale, to pay 
the debts of his master; himself and family would descend as slaves to 
the heirs of his master, at his master’s decease ; he could enjoy no right, 
nor exercise any privilege, civil or political! Is it not perversion of lan- 
guage, as intimated in my last, to call such a person a free man in any 
sense whatever? On these points, however, I must not enlarge, but turn 
to the subject proposed for consideration. 

Here, 1 doubt n t, my views wil be stoutly controverted by many a 
proud, hardened sinner, and perhaps they will be so dealt with, even by 
some who are meek and lowly saints. To excuse ourselves, and lay 
blame on others, is an old device of Satan, and bespeaks us the genuine 
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offspring of our original apostate progenitor. It is painful to notice the 
many conclusive ev vidences which daily present themselves to our eyes, 
that thousands living in the non-slave -holding part of our country re ‘gard 
the guilt of slavery as resting entirely on the heads of the slave-holders, 
and that they themselves are guiltless. At almost every political meet- 
ing, we he ar the sentiment iterated and reiterated that slave ry is a sub- 
ject in which the slave- holders alone are interested, and that of course it 
ought to be left entirely to their management and control, 
others to meddle with 1t bespeaks a disposition to interfere with things 
that do not ¢oncern them. Even the religious part of the community 
seem unconscious of the existence of a stronger plea for the steps which 
they take in opp sition to slavery than that of benevolence to the unfor- 
tunate, and the preservation of ordinances in their purity. ‘The idea that 
thev have incurred guilt, and that a sacrifice is due, that atonement may 
be made, appears never once to cross their minds. Whuile this condition of 
things endures, what can we expect to accomplish? Conviction of sin 
must precede works that are meet for repentance, and assure «lly, so long 
as we, Pharisee-like, stand by clothed with garments deep!y stained with 
guilt and say to our brethren, come not near me, * lam holier than thou,’ 
we need never look to Heaven for a blessing on our efforts. 

We of the free States, by denying any participation in the guilt of 
slavery, not only do injustice to our own souls, but we cast from us the 
most efficient weapon we can use in behalf of the bond man. While 
we inculcate this idea, well may the slave-holder upbraid us with offici- 
ous intermeddling, and in derision point to the millions in every land 
suttering from cruel tyranny, as equally fit subjects of our sympathy and 
care. But were we to approach them, acknowledging that we partici- 
pated in contracting the guilt, that we have lent our aid in sus taining the 
odious system, and that we fear the wrath of offended Heaven if justice 
be not speedily extended to the oppressed, far different might be the re 
ception of our expostulations and entreaties. ; 

[ shall argue, and I trust, shall prove our community of guilt; from 
three sources of evidence, viz: from the manner in which it was incur- 
red, from the manner in which the system has been upheld, and from 


the nature of those judgments which are likely to be inflicted on this 
land on account of it. 


and that for 


As brevity must be consulted, we can only glance at the volumes of 
evidence which crowd upon us at every turn. Indeed, were it not that 
the position assumed is so generally either flatly denied or carelessly over- 
looked, it would seem to be labor spent in vain, to prove a point alre ady 
written in sunbeams on every page of our country’s history. It is not 
necessary to analyze with philosophic nicety, the sentiments and feelings 
of the age in whic ‘hthe poor Africans began to be transported from their na- 
tive land to our continent, and chained in cruel bondage. After all that may 
be said of the rudeness of the period in which it was done, after all that 

can be plead of its barbarous ignorance and the little knowledge then 
attained as to civil rights and religious liberty, it must ever remain a dark, 
a bloody page, disgraceful to the christian name. That Protestant Eng- 
land followed soc lose ly in the footste ‘ps of the mother of harlots, in fill- 
ing up achasm which she had made by her cruelty in one continent, by 
bar barously transporting colonists in c hains from another, redounds nothing 
to the wisdom of her counsels nor to the glory of her arms 


At such a 
time and under such circumstances, 


as an lotegral part of the British 
empire, these States emerged from that obscurity which had enveloped 
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their history in all former ages, and it is melancholy to reflect, that al- es 
though the light of science burst upon the nations with a radiance per- ee 4 
haps never equalled, that although the rights of man and the liberty of a 
conscience became well understood, yet it brought no mitigation to the 
suffering and helpless African. Although a burning and a shining light 
might here and there arise, pleading, as an angel of mercy, the cause of 
weeping humanity, it was but to become extinct amidst a moral gloom ‘€ 
which its gwn light had rendered more visible. Mammonism, that moral 
} madness of the soul, had become the epidemic of the day, and humani- 
ty, with all her soothing eloquence, and religion, with all her benevo- 
Jence, with all her hopes, with all her fears, were impotent to move the 
human heart. 
That we, as a component part of the British nation, partook of this 
odious traffic to the extent of our means, both as sellers and buyers, will 
' not be doubted, and the only point that admits of question is, whether 
any part of the guilt rested on our heads, inasmuch as the ruling power 
of the commonwealth was in the mother country, and we were at that 
time in a state of colonial vassalage? But whatever plea of justification 
might be urged in our favor, on account of our not being permitted to : 
participate in acts of sovereignty whilst in our nonage, it must forever ¢ 
vanish when we reflect that, on arriving at the age of maturity, and taking 
full possession of our patrimony, we confirmed to the utmost extent, and 
{ fully acknowledged as our own, these iniquitous transgressions of our 
guardian. Not only did we continue to hold in bondage those who had 
i} already been transported to our shores, but, as if it were the purpose of 
Heaven to leave us without the shadow of excuse, the traffic for a time 
was carried on with the utmost avidity. Nor was it the work of this or 
that State over which others could properly exercise no control, but it ' 
was the work of all. From New Hampshire on the north to Georgia on 
, § the south, all appear to have participated in the unholy deed, some as 
> © kidnappers, some as slavers or carriers, some as sellers, some as 
> & buyers. 
5 Here then is evidence, clear as the noon-day sun, that the north and 
the south stand deeply implicated in guilt, but it may be questioned 
whether the free States in the interior stand reeking with the blood of 
' their fellow beings. It is true, indeed, that if the inhabitants of those 
7 States had come from regions where such traffic was unknown, and where 
. the rights of man were not trodden under foot, an exemption from the 
| contraction of this guilt might be plead with plausibility, but how the 
t mere change of our local habitations could purge us from moral impuri- 
tt ties, it would be difficult to divine. This guilt attaches not to our moun- ‘§ 
tains, to our valleys, to our rivers, nor to any other feature of external Pe 
nature around us, but lies deep within, and must there remain until deep 
repentance, accompanied by the exercise of justice and kindness, shall 
give evidence that it has been removed. 


(To be continued ) 











, Arr. III. Inceptum occultare proditores. 
Mr. Eprror: a 


In glancing over the pages of the new periodical which has recently 








* 
"2 
‘ 

4 











Inceptum occultare proditores. 443 


appeared among us, entitled “ The Associate Presbyterian Magazine,” 
my eye accidentally fell upon the following words :—* Unavailing efforts 
for peace.”* Such atitle, in such a publication, I had not looked for ; 
the thing appeared incredible ; and I was almost on the point of sus- 
pecting some visual illusion. The glasses were removed, and yet the 
same words met the naked eye; the handkerchief was freely applied to 
those faithful friends of the eyes, when they were replaced, and lo, the 
same words still appeared! The editor of the Magazine engaged in un- 
availing efforts for peace ! 

Having satisfied myself that I had read correctly, I was compelled to 
refer the mistake to the editor, when the title prefixed to this paper im- 
mediately suggested itself as a suitable correction ; or if that be thought 
too strong, the reader may substitute—** An attempt to conceal iniquity.” 
For such is believed to be the true character of the article entitled, by a 
strange misnomer, ** Unavailing efforts for peace.” This is my delibe- 
rate, and I hope, unbiassed judgment. And I hope to prove, by an ap- 
peal to facts, that I have not erred in judgment. For 1 would not, know- 
ingly, inflict injury upon any man living, much less upon any who profess 
to love our Lord Jesus Christ; and if the following pages contain errors, 
I call upon the friends of truth to correct them. But if they shall be 
found to contain nothing but what is according to truth and righteous- 
ness; if the facts be true ; if the principles and the reasoning be according 
‘*to the law and the testimony,” the purity and prosperity of the Asso- 
ciate Church, the spiritual interests of her members and their children, 
imperiously demand that they should be acted upon by the Synod. 

This article sets forth that a majority of the late Synod :— 

1. “ Manifested opposition” to the peace and edification of the 
church. 

2. That “it is admitted on aLL uANps” that our “ difficulties arise 
not from error in doctrine, or immorality of conduct in any’’—but from 
“a spirit of contention” and “ unceasing persecution.” 

3. That “there was no peace in the words, none in the actions,” of a 
majority of Synod. 

4, That “they resolved to exercise power in rending and destroying 
more and more.”’ 

5. That they manifested their impiety by rejecting a proposition to 
set apart a day “ for the exercises of prayer and fasting.” 

6. That “the elder from Allegheny was insulted and embarrassed by 
the sneers and levity of some members’? while delivering a “ feeling 
address.” 

7. That ‘ war, even to extermination was in their hearts !” 

And what do you think, reader, is the evidence adduced to prove these 
heavy charges? Simply the rejecuon of six resolutions which they say 
were “prepared by the Rev. J. Rodgers,t with the concurrence of other 
western ministers.” And what were these talismanic resolutions, that 
were, as by magic, to restore peace to a suflering community, and the 
rejection of which manifested war in the heart, even to extermination ? 
All that is important in these resolutions is contained in the 2d, 5th and 
6th, as the reader may easily discover by referring to them in the Maga- 





* See Associate Presbyterian Magazine for September, 1838, p. 80. 
+ It is due to Mr. Rodgers to say, that the writer has been informed that these resoiutions were 
NoT prepared by him: he can, however, speak for himself. It is a matter of no consequence who 


prepared the resolutions; it is with their pernicious principles that we contend. 
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zine. The 2d provides that “ Messrs. Stalker and Stark, and Drs. 

and P. Bullions, be considered in good standing in their respective Se 1S 
byteries; that all procee ‘dings pe nding i in their case be stayed, and al} 
censures removed.” The 5th provides that “all parties concerned in 
these unhappy difficulties above referred to, be admonished, in future to 
avoid agitating the subjects which have brought on these difficulties,’ 
The 6th provides that “the bond for covenanting be read, and the obliga- 
tions recognized by the members of this Synod.” 

It is proposed to make a few remarks, first, upon these resolutions, and 
secondly, endeavor to show that the revilin + accusations of the M: agazine, 
! founded upon their rejection by the Synod, are utterly groundless. 

And respecting the resolutions, let it be observed that the »y propose to 

stay all proceedings, remove all censures, stop the mouths of every mem- 
a ber of Synod agaiust the moral delinquencies of the four brethren there- 
in named, however aggravating and flagrant their conduct may be. Ina 
: word, they propose to abrogate the discipline of the Associate Church in 
the case of these brethren. What a reproa h, what ignominy, can 
atoue forthe crime of a majority of the Synod in re fusing to abolish 
rules of discipline which they had solemnly covenanted to God and with 
their brethren, to maintain “in all places and through life !” 

But in order to understand the true character of these resolutions, it 
will be necessary to notice the peculiar relation in which the four breth- 
ren stood to the Synod at the time they were offered. 

Ths first named, Mr. Sratker, a member of the Presbytery of Cam- 

bridge, had “denied the right constitution of that Presbytery’”—had ac- 

cused them “of a want 9! brotherly love, of acting solely trom a_ spirit 

of suspicion and cruel jealousy,” and had declared his determination to 

support Dr. A. Bullions * in his disobedience to Presbytery,” &c. And 

when arraigned before Presbytery to answer for this conduct, he declined 

their authority, for which he was deposed. For a full statement of the 
case, see the Presbytery’s published Narrative. 

i‘ t The second, Dr. A. Bullions, had been deposed by the same Presby- 

tery, on a great number of charges, such as slander, deception, and giv- 

i \ ing currency to anonymous slanderous letters, 0: eof which contained a 

forged post- -mark, was addressed to himself, 1 in his own hand writing, and 

contained a foot note, which was also in his hand; and had finally de- 

clined their authority. For particulars in this case, see also the above 


a 


4 named Narrative. 
i The third, the Rev. A. Stark, had been charged by the Presbytery of 
Q Albany, in 1836, with “writing and publishing pamphlets of a mendaci- 
yh. ous, calumnious and ribaldish character” —with “ defaming and slandering 
‘ church courts’”—and “the character of individuals’ *__with “lying” and 
| “injurious misrepresentations”—* with publishing pamphlets bre athing an 
} infidel spirit, of an infidel tendency, and containing profanations of God’s 


holy word”—and with “ employing scurrilous and ribaldish language.” 
And after he had been cited three times, he declined their authority, 
without an appeal to Synod, in the following words :—* My absence need 
not hinder the Rev. Presbytery from doing just as they please with their 
libel, because [do not think that in present circumstances I can in any 
way countenance their proceedings, and I hereby give notice that I 
protest against their interfering with me in any way, and that 
L shall hold as null and void, and of no account, whatever d cisions they 
may make.” ‘The Presbytery then relerred the libel sempliciter to Sy- 
. nod, reserving the right, however, to deal with Mr. Stark for his de- 
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clinature and for language used in it.* The Synod of 1836, accepted, 

tried, and found the libel proved. Mr. S. declined their authority : 

he was suspended. (See Rel. Mon. vol. 13, p. 40.) Through the ex parte 

statements of his friends, and in the absence of those who knew all the 
facts, the Synod of 1837 agreed to review the deed of suspension, and 
admitted him to a seat without reviewing He returns, claims his seat 
in the Presbytery of Albany, (while he distinctly refuses to retract his 
former declinature,) which of course was refused. And in 1838, he de- 
clines the authority of the Synod, and abandons the communion of the 
church, because the Synod sustained the Presbytery of Albany in exclu- 
ding a man from a seat who persisted in declining their authority! And 
in this, he has been joined by others, who are now actively engaged in 
the charitable and christian work of calumniating their former brethren ! 
This is the true state of the case. Letthe editor of the Magazine and 
his coadjutors mystify and misrepresent, and lurk behind technicali- 
ties, and present false issues, as they please, this is the true state of 
the case; and the facts here exhibited have become matters of histori- 
cal record. 

The fourth named brother, the Rev. Dr. P. Bullions, had been charged 
with “insubordination” —« misrepresenting and slandering his Presbytery” 
—* misrepresenting facts in a paper given to Mr. Stark and publish- 
ed in one of his pamphlets.” This paper contains statements false 
and slanderous respecting Mr. Webster, and was read in Synod in 1837, 
when Mr. W. was not present to vindicate himself. 

Now the above enumerated charges, which lie against the four breth- 
ren, are either true or false. If false, why have they uniformly refused 
to abide a trial in violation of their ordination vows? Mr. Stark told 
the Synod, that he did not wish to be tried by any ecclesiastical court ! 
Would honorable men rest under such imputations! Woutd they not 
demand atrial? But it is of no consequence what men would or would 
not do; the Synod had no alternative left them. ‘They must either de- 
mand a trial or abandon their profession. They chose the former. But 
if these charges are true, and thew retusal to be tried) furnishes us 
With a Warraut to assume their truth, then their reproaches and slanders 
are trivial incomparisou with the calamity to the church, that must, have 
attended their continuance amongus. | can say in reference to their 
separation, in the language attributed to the Rev. A Gordon, “Iam 
truly thankful for i.” 

But the sixth resolution proposes a new species of covenanting, here- 
tofore unknown tn the Secession Church. It has always been customa- 
ry in the secession to mtroduce solemn public covenanting work, with 
a humble, full and public confessi.n of sins and then to swear and sub- 
scribe the bond. But here we have a proposition first to conceal quis 
ty, then read the bond, and ca!l upon members to recognize. its obliga- 
tion. In what manner this obligation was to be recogmzed, whether by 
swearing, subscribing, or a simple nod of the head, the resolution saith 
not. It must have been a most heart-rending caiamnity to these pious 
brethren, not to be permitted to covenant in this summary manner with 


* Without impeaching the Presbytery or Synod, the reference by the Presbytery, and ac cept- 


ance and trial by the Synod of this libel, has ever been regarded by the writer as a serious error, 
which more than ny thing else, enabled Mr. Stark to rai-e a party agaist the Cipline of the 
church. Accordingly, we find that Mr. Stark, or the editor ot the Magazine, taunts them 
with this false lenity. ‘The course pointed out by the Book of Discipline should have been fol- 


low ed, 
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dear brethren who manifested war in the heart, war, even to extermi- 
nation! 

Again: The adoption of these resolutions would have been to con- 
found all distinction between the guilty and the innocent—to “ condemn 
the righteous and justify the wicked.” « All parties concerned’” were to 
“be admonished to avoid agitating the subjects which brought on these 
difficulties.” That is, those persons who had had _ things ‘laid to their 
charge which they knew not, were to be admonished not even to declare 
their innocence. They were quietly to acknowledge themselves guilty 
of any crime which the malicious might choose to ‘fix upon them, how- 
ever conscious they might be of innocence, and however strong might be 
the evidence against their calumniators! And not only so ; they were 
to “stay all proceedings” and “ remove all censures,” against fraud, de- 
ceit, lying, slander, open and concealed, the circulation of anonymous 
letters with forged post-marks, addressed to the person who put them in 
circulation in his own hand-writing, and of pamphlets of an infidel ten- 
dency! Any church court which could for a moment so far lose sight of 
its high and responsible duties, as to adopt such a resolution, would in- 
deed be unw orthy the confidence of children. 

This has been a favorite resort with our delinquent brethren. When 
called to account, by the constituted authorities of the church, for their 
aberrations from the path of duty, they have acknowledged “ acts of in- 
discretion” —* unchristian feelings and motives’—*“ a _ spirit of conten- 
tion and persecution.” (For, say they, “it is admitted on all hands, that 
there is at least as much that is worthy of blame on the one side as on 
the other.”) But then the principles of church policy, which we have 
indeed swore to maintain, are “ despotic”—contrary to “civil and religi- 
ous liberty’—lead those who adopt them to “imbibe a persecuting spirit” 
—and ** extinguish all generous sentiments” towards our sins. When 
we made a solemn profession of these principles of church policy, we 
never intended that they should be applied to us. We only intended 
them as a rod to be held over the heads of such as might refuse to 
yield us that respect and deference, which we judge due to our su- 
perior merits ; or who might have the temerity to expose our schemes 
of personal aggrandizement ! 

But then we are willing to confess “ indiscretion,” if you will only 
do the same. Though we have slandered our brethren, they ought to 
acknowledge themselves as equally guilty with us! Though we have 
arm obe dience to church courts, they are fallible ; they have erred, 
and may err again; therefore we insist that they shall confess them- 
selves guilty, and then we will acknowledge our guilt for having declared 
them guilty | Mirabile dictu! It was actually proposed i in the P resby- 
tery of Cambridge, by his brother-in-law, to vote Dr. A. Bullions clear 
of a certain charge, and then rebuke him ! Rebuke him for being in- 

nocent ! 

To illustrate the inconsistency of these views so much insisted on by 
our brethren, let us suppose a familiar example. An individual is ar- 
raigned before one of our civil tribunals on a charge of slander. He 
comes into court, acknowledges his indiscretion; but then courts of jus- 
tice are fallible ; they have erred and may err again ; I propose to stay all 
proceedings, remove all penalties; and that all the parties concerned, 
court and jury, and all the members of the bar, and all others, be “ ad- 
monisned to avoid in future agitating the subjects that brought on these 
difficulties ;”’ and if you refuse to adopt this rule, I will publish you to 
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the world as enemies of civil liberty, adopting the most despotic princi- 
ples of civil policy ; as contentious and persecuting persons, with war in 
your hearts, even to extermination! And suppose the court treat such a 
plea with merited contempt, could they become liable to the charge of 
persecution? Would the person making such a plea be able to excite 
public sympathy, and raise a party to rally round him as large as that which 
has already rallied round these schismatic brethren? I suppose not. Men 
act like rational creatures in almost all things else, except religion. But 
when any attempt is made to maintain rules of common justice, and 
common sense, which ought to regulate every body of men, whatever 
be the object of their association, in our ecclesiastical courts, the cry of 
persecution is raised, though these courts profess nothing more than a 
moral power—nothing but the power of judging of their own members. 
Defamation supplies the place of argument ; ignorance the place of know- 
ledge ; falsehood the place of facts; prejudice the place of judgment; 
and passion the place of piety ; confusion and anarchy the place of or- 
der and justice—the church is broken into fragments, and infidelity and 
immorality become rampant through the land. 

We have already noticed the principle charges brought against our 
separating brethren in the church courts; but there are other facts 
which have been brought to light during this controversy, and which 
it is necessary to notice, in order to justify the title prefixed to this 
paper. And here, as in the former case, the writer courts an investiga- 
tion of the facts in any scriptural and peaceable manner. He labors for 
truth. But hopes that the mere assertions of interested individuals 
may not be permitted to usurp the place of well-founded evidence. 

We begin with the testimony of Rev. Dr. P. Bullions, taken on the 
trial of Mr. Webster. For the full testimony, the reader is referred to 
the Narrative of the Presbytery of Albany, published in 1836. And re- 
specting this testimony we remark : 

1. That it was given with extreme reluctance and after long dealing, 
by the Presbytery ; which may be accounted for, from the fact that he 
was then and still is, acting with Mr. Stark. 

2. Respecting the K paper, published in the fourth volume of the Re- 
ligious Monitor, and ascribed to Mr. Stark, but denied by him ; he says— 
“T saw the munuscript from which it was printed”—* have an opinion 
concerning it’””—*‘ founded on the fact that it looked like the hand-wri- 
ting of Luke F’. Newland.’ Here the matter rested. This appeared to be 
al! that he had to tell the court on that point. But after a considerable 
lapse of time, he adds—* I gave the original copy to Luke F. Newland, to 
be transcribed.” He then testifies his belief that the original copy of 
the paper was in Mr. Stark’s hand-writing. 

3. Respecting one of Mr. Stark’s pamphlets, he says—** the manu- 
script of that letter was sent to me, I did not wish to have any thing to 
do with it, and gave it to another to do with it as he pleased. That in- 
dividual asked me to examine a proof sheet and [ did as I have stated. 
I believe the manuscript was sent to me by Mr. Stark, and to the best of 
my remembrance, it was in Mr. Stark’s hand-writing. In speaking of that 
letter and the other pamphlets, Mr. Stark has always spoken of them as 
the work of the Observer. It may be that he left the disposal of it to 
myself, but I think he requested it to be published. 1 myself paid 
one dollar to the person to whom the manuscript had been given towards 
the expense of publication, but do not know by whom the balance was 
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furnished. I gave the manuscript of the ‘Letter’ to John McDonald, 
Esq. of Washington County.” 
Now the reader is requested to compare the above testimony with 
the following letter, which was laid on the table of Synod, 1837, and 
contributed largely to the strange votes passed by that Synod. 
“ AvBany, May 5th, 1837. 
“Dear Sir—In answer to your enquiry, whether | think the testimony 
given by me is sufficient proof that Mr. Stark is the author of the 
Anonymous Pamphlets ascribed to him—TI answer; that testimony is 
the foundation of the opinion expressed by me on that occasion, yet it 
might be very unjust to Mr. Stark, to convict him on that testimony ; 
for an opinion may arise from circumstances very insuflicient to prove 
a matter befor acourt. The opinion I had of Mr. S. being the author 
of the *‘ K. paper’ was equally strong with that of his being the author 
of the Pamphlets ; but from what I have learned since, I am now satis- 
fied that the former opinion was wrong, and that he was not the author 
of the ‘ K paper.’ 
“Yours respectfully, 


“P. BULLIONS. 


“Rev. Dr. Buxiions.”’ 

It is with extreme reluctance that I offer any comment on this strange 
testimony, and still more strange letter. But there. are certain points 
which deserve notice. The testimony asserts that the manuscript of one 
of Mr. Stark’s pamphlets was sent to him, and that it wasin Mr. Stark’s 
hand-writing. It also asserts the same thing of the “K. paper.” The 
letter calls this testimony an opinion; and thinks “an opinion very in- 
sufficient,” &c. And from what he has learned since, he is now satisfied 
that Mr. Stark was not the author of the * K. paper:” Was ever such 
a commentary given by a witness upon his own testimony, eighteen 
months alter that testimony was given’ Is he now satisfied that he 
swore false? If so, why not condescend to tell us what it is that led 
him to give false testimony against a triend whom he labored hard to 
screcn before the court?) I know a story is in circulation, but of its 
foundation 1 know nothing, that a young man, whose name is not even 
known, wrote the ** K. paper,” who has since gone to Scotland, and that 
Mr. Stark transcribed it for him, and sent it to Dr. Bullions to be retran- 
scribed before given to the printer, that he, Mr. Stark, might not be 
known in it! Alas! for sucha story! And if this be not the cause 
which led Dr. P. Bullions to contradict his own testimony under oath, he 
ought to inform us what produced such a remarkable change. If he de- 
clines doing so, he must rest under an imputation which I would not bear 
for the wealth of the Indies. But, suppose the story about the young man 
were true, have mena right to transcribe and inculeate slander, and be 
innocent? Our civil Jaw does not condescend to ask the holder of coun- 
terleit money who made it. He must show how he came by it. Is it 
not then perfectly puerile to say that Mr. Stark transcribed from the 
pen of another ) Is it not treating men as though they were idiots or 
children? For who does not know that his hand-writing makes him re- 
sponsible both in the eye of human and divine law?! Besides, there was 
other conclusive corroborating testimony, which any one may see who 
will take the trouble to examine the Narrative published by the Presby- 
tery of Albany. 

Again : the pamphlets contain conclusive internal evidence of their 
paternity. Their style and manner are perfectly sui generis, no less pe- 
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culiar than the features of their author’s face. Let a single sample 
serve as an illustration. In his first pamphlet, p. 40, speaking of an act 
of Dr. A. Bullions, he says :—“ It is a mere matter of taste, and accord- 
ing to the proverb—‘ De gustibus nil disputandum.’” The same phrase 
applied to the same person, occurs in an acknowledged article of his in 
the Rel. Mon. vol. XI. p. 48. Indeed, one of his warmest advocates, 
who protested or dissented against almost every vote of the Synod of 
1836, in his case, declared that he believed Mr. Stark to be the author 
of those pamphlets, as much as he believed any thing. 

Now let the question be put to every man’s conscience, was not a 
resolution to stay all proceedings and remove all censure, and gag the 
members of Synod, in circumstances like these, an attempt to cover up 
iniquity? But the subject must be resumed. 

SIMPLEX. 


Art. IV. Free Communion— Thoughts on Rev. ii. 14, 15. 


*« But I have a few things against thee, because thou hast there them that hold the doctrine of 
Balaam,” &c, 


A false charity which rejoices in error, as well as “ the truth,” which 
in a very literal manner, “ covers a multitude of sins ;” and a disposi- 
tion to free communion, or what is designated by the modern term of 
Latitudinarianism, are evils with which the church has been infected 
in every age, to a greater or less degree. Men so easily lose sight of 
this important idea, which should ever be most conspicuous, that the 
church is the house of God, and that its rules and privileges are limited 
and prescribed by himself. Would men but accord to Jehovah the 
same independence and discretion, in determining who should enjoy the 
hospitality, the favors of his house, which are granted to the proprietor 
of a mansion, or head of a family, the church would never have suffer- 
ed from intrusion into membership of unworthy characters. What 
person, having any sense of propriety, would open wide his doors, and 
invite the honorable and virtuous, together with the suspicious, vile cha- 
racters of infamous life, to the high privileges of his family enjoyment ? 
Would he not much rather, as master of his own house, establish his 
own domestic rules, and require a conformity to the same of all admit- 
ted to his intimacy? Then, since God has established the rules by 
which his house is to be governed, and delineated with great particula- 
rity the characters deemed worthy of its privileges, is it not daring in 
the steward of his house to disregard these? But how often do we see 
them, eager to make a display of their spurious charity, and forgetting 
that holiness is the boundary, the channel in which his love flows, invite 
to his holy table, even snch as have not ‘‘a wedding garment,” and the 
leprous! They set wide open “the gates” of admission, so that not 
only ‘the righteous nation may enter,” but also the unrighteous. 

Correct views on this subject are of the greatest importance to the 
purity and prosperity of Zion. ‘There are many circumstances which 
give a special interest to this at present. There is, perhaps, too much 
reason to fear that the popular sentiment, which abhors restriction, and 


approbates open, general communion, both in hearing the word, and in 
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sealing ordinances, is gaining on the affections of some ministers, as 
well as private members in the Secession Church. Also, the evident 
disposition in the Associate Reformed Church to approbate this favorite 
scheme, considering the laudable stand which they have taken for truth, 
makes it a present duty to investigate our principles anew on this sub- 
ject. Likewise the liberal spirit which pervaded the late Convention at 
Pittsburgh, composed of delegates from several Reformed branches of 
the Church, highly respectable for orthodoxy, renders it incumbent on 
the Secession Church, as being invited to unite with them in their efforts 
to promote a general unity in Church communion, to weigh well such 
measures, and calmly view the principles involved. But what gives to 
this subject a present interest and greater importance than any thing 
else, is the present State of the Presbyterian Church, and its very re- 
markable history for some years past. 

The public is familiar with the elaborate “plea” in favor of free com- 
munion, made by the late Dr. Mason, and the general approbation it re- 
ceived among the Presbyterians. At that time, as if a flood of light 
had unexpectedly been poured in upon the long benighted intellect, and 
as if the channels of the great deep of christian benevolence had then 
for the first time been discovered and fully opened, they made wide 
their doors of admission, and folded in their loving embrace many ho!d- 
ing Arminian and Hopkinsian doctrines. They were alllove. In their 
temple they were not careful to have inscribed, “ Holiness to the Lord,” 
but there was to be seen in legible characters this only sentiment, 
‘‘ charity, open F gramesovee. which was continually re-echoed with the 
loudest peals of acclamation far and wide. 

And, because Seceders protested against such measures, as being cal- 
culated to fill the church with corrupting errors, and heretical unwor- 
thy members, they were denounced by their Presbyterian brethren as 
“ narrow-minded, bigotted, and as keeping back the Millenium.” This 
spurious overgrown spirit of charity prevailed among them for several 
years; their church took ricketty growth, springing up like Jonah’s 
gourd; and like some diseased bodies, though vitally affected within, 
yet become corpulent with an appearance of health. It is often observ- 
able in the political arena, and in movements of war, thata present ad- 
vantage proves a real lasting injury. Such were the effects of the 
measures referred to above, so soon as fully developed. Errorists becom- 
ing identified with that body, once justly held in high estimation for puri- 
ty in doctrines, aided in maturing their liberal schemes, and industrious- 
ly disseminated their principles, which, becoming incorporated with that 
church, proved a fruitful source of discord, an appalling cor- 
ruption. 

At length, after the destruction of much fraternal love, and peace, 
and truth, the friends of true Presbyterianism were compelled, by dire 
necessity, to take the same stand for which they had previously con- 
temned the Seceders with so much acrimony, in excluding from their 
fellowship such as were not cordially united in sentiment with them. 
This was done at their last Assembly in May, when racked with sad divi- 
sion. A return to the restrictive — of exclusive measures, bearing 
a faithful testimony against prevailing errors, is their only alternative ; 
the only means of rescuing their branch of Zion from the flood of cor- 
ruption, emitted from the Dragon’s mouth, which has threatened to 
drown her in perdition. 

This brief history affords the best comment on the practical influence 
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ui free communion, and to the candid observer must have the convic- 
tion that the scheme is not less impolitic than unscriptural. We are 
here naturally reminded of that remarkable epistle to the Church of 
Pergamos, recorded in Rev. ii. 12-17, in which the mind of the wry 
Spirit is expressed on this subject in the plainest manner. — She ha > 
her much worthy of high commendation. Being located in a place o 
great wickedness, “ where Satan had his seat, and iniquity its throne, 
they maintained a faithful adherence to the truth, amidst the storms of 
ersecution, in the rage of which “ the fatthful Antippas fell a martyr. 
But she had her defections, for which, though many, she is reproved by 
God in these mild terms :—‘“I have a few things against thee.” The 
round of his complaint is, ‘‘ Because thou hast there them who hold 
the doctrine of Balaam.” The history of this man hey have in Numbers, 
25-31st chapters. His doctrine or instruction to Balak was to induce 
Israel to “commit whoredom with the daughters of Moab,” which was 
naturally calculated to lead them into idolatry. This proved a “ stum- 
bling block” to many, by which they were stained with the basest 
crimes, which rendered them obnoxious to the divine displeasure. 

The charge brought against this church for having in her bosom such 
characters as held to this “doctrine,” and were stained with such vices, 
while it refers primarily to the vicious sect then existing under that name, 
can also be understood in a spiritual sense, and as pointing not only to 
some persons of scandalous life, but also to errorists, and such as are 
infected with dangerous heresy, who. by their insidious plots, seek to 
lead the church into spiritual fornication and idolatry. The heritage of 
the Lord, is, in our times, filled with such Balaamites, who corrupt and 
prove a disgrace to religion, and whom faithfulness would require to be 
excommunicated. 

The reason why the church of Pergamos is here subjected to cen- 
sure is, because she retained in her communion such vicious, heretical 
characters. She had been intrusted with the key of discipline, in virtue 
of which ecclesiastical rulers bind and loose with the delegated authori- 
ty of heaven. And the courts of Zion are bound to enforce discipline 
as an ordinance of divine appointment, for cutting off from her fellow- 
ship those whose doctrine and practice are not according to godliness. 
The omission of this duty is a crying evil, for which God will hold a 
controversy with his people. Jehovah will have his sanctuary purged 
by his ordained ministry, or else he will do it himself by fearful judg- 
ments. The church of Pergamos had adopted a policy, too fashiona- 
ble in eur times, seeking an increase of numbers and popularity, screen- 
ing from judicial censure the rich and noble, seeking the aggrandize- 
ment of Zion by worldly pomp more than by chaste purity. But God 
will not suffer unchastity nor vileness in his, spouse, without tokens of 
his displeasure. He has erected a wall around his heritage tokeep out 
the “ wild beasts.” Holiness should be inscribed on the doors of ad- 
mission, as well as “the thrones of judgement which there stay.” 
** Without are dogs,” the unworthy; and such should be kept without, 
and when found within, should be ejected. 

In this respect this church was defective ; and in the 15th verse, we 
find another pungent reproof of asimilar nature, administered to her, 
for having fellowship with “ them who hold the doctrine of the Nico- 
Jaitans, which thing I hate.” This was a sect, founded, perhaps, by a 
deacon named Nicholas, which flourished in the commencement of ihe 
christianera, Eating things offered to idols, adultery, uncleanness, 
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characterized its advocates. Such were unhappily tolerated in this 
community. Christ hates sin in every form, but especially when he sees 
his commissioned servants receiving into his holy and beautiful house 
such characters, whose only or chief recommending quality is the pomp 
of worldly riches and honor. Such carnal policy every christian should 
reprobate. And all church courts should testify against such a course, 
as an evil which, in the language of their divine Head, they “hate.” 

The mind of God isso plainly expressed in this portion of sacred 
writ, that “he who runs may read.” Any one, unbiassed by prejudices 
in favor of some popular system, must admit this doctrine, taught in the 
plainest terms, in the 14th and 15th verses,—that— 

A pure church should maintain a distinct separate communion. We 
have noticed the severe reproof administered to the religious communi- 
ty of Pergamos, for having in its embrace such as the Balaamites and 
Nicolaitans. Lax professors always abhor restriction. And the voice 
of public sentiment now sounds loud and long the enchanting words of 
“ benevolence, charity, universal love,” &c.; the pious aim of which 
seems to be to extol God’s mercy, so that the lustre of its glory would 
conceal his holiness and jealous regard to his sacred truth. According- 
ly, the chief emulation of noted man is to excel in decrying creeds and 
confessions, used by the church in reforming times as tests of purity, 
as being of too contracted a spirit for ‘this age of improvement.”’ And 
those are now held in estimation in proportion as they throw contempt 
upon lifting faithful testimonies for the truth, and against error. The 
syren voice of fame now greets such as are most successful in devisin 
schemes for amalgamating distinct societies into one, for removing all 
the “old land-maras,” and walls of separation, and for making the house 
of God a city of refuge for modern Balaamites, Socinians, Arminians, 
and Hopkinsians. And in the exercise of this brotherly love, they 
throw the broad mantle of their charity over the corruptions of these, 
and literally hide a multitude of theirsins. ‘They endeavor to build the 
house of God out of all kinds of materials, and to make her a great 
temple, in which all people may congregate. 

But should their endeavors be crowned with seeming success, this 
capacious house might be great indeed, like the “tree” in Nebuchad- 
nezzar’s dream, “under which the beasts of the field dwelt, and upon 
whose boughis the fowls of heaven, clean and unclean, had their habi- 
tations,” but like the image in his vision, composed of materials of dif- 
ferent natures, the “ iron, the clay, the brass, the silver, and the gold” 
thereof shall be “broken to pieces.” ‘Truth and error can never ce- 
ment in any modification. y such measures many may be added to 
the church; for carnal motives will prompt many to unite with an as- 
sociation so numerous and popular. Multitudes will be found say- 
ing, “we will eat our own bread, and wear our own apparel, only let us 
be called by” this respectable ‘name, to take away our reproach.” By 
the present improved system, we are not required to “ deny ourselves,” 
and do “violence” to our feelings, and be “ hated of all men;” nor need 
to incur the wrath of man by protesting against fashionable errors and 
vices. 

Such latitudinarian schemes may build up a great common asylum al- 
most in a day, but, alas! “ with a morter.”” They are more 
liberal than any ever suggested by the Holy Spirit. Inspiration teaches 


that the church is “a peculiar people,” whom God “hath chosen out of 
, eworld.” And, when heresies prevail, he calls upon her as a “ wit- 
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ness,” and requires her to “ display her banner because of the truth.” 
His character of her is “my love, my dove, my undefiled, is but one,” 
of one heart and one mind. Unity in the church is desirable above all 
things; but this must be a unity, not of persons, or different denomina- 
tions merely, but of doctrines and worship. And unless different 
branches of the church can form a union of spirit, a oneness of sen- 
timent, in a way of faithfully maintaining the whole truth, a separate 
stand in defence of the faith is more honorable to Zion’s king, who ever 
abhors those unhallowed compromises, in which union and peace are ob- 
tained at the sacrifice of truth. Rather let Judah be against Ephraim; 
and if iniquity be found in Benjamin, let the tribes of Israel contend 
with their brother, and wipe off this stain, that they be not participants 
of their brother’s sin. 

The admission of corrupt professors, or corrupt denominations into 
the pure church, is like setting up Dagon in the temple of God. This 
temple is holy, and will not permit any idol of false doctrine to remain 
within its sacred precincts, without the testimony of God’s wrath against 
it, any more than Dagon which was prostrated before the ark of the 
Lord. And those who congregate in this temple must all “speak the 
language of Canaan.” ‘The Philistine, and “they who speak the lan- 
guage of Ashdod,” are aliens from the commonwealth of Israel. Jeho- 
vah was made to “ abhor his own inheritance,” because his people min- 
gled among the heathen, and learned of them their way.” 

Christ says to his flock, “I will not that ye should have fellowship 
with devils,” and again, “if any man defile the temple of God,” which 
is done by admitting those who corrupt its doctrines and worship, “him 
shall God destroy,” And if men of perverse minds infect the church 
with the leaven of error, this must be purged out as the only remedy ; 
for every error in doctrine or practice is at war with heaven makes 
God a liar, and is dishonoring to all his perfections. She cannot there- 
fore hold communion with such as arc thus infected; ‘‘for what fel- 
lowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness” Every error is 
darkness, and originated from the prince of darkness, while truth is the 
pure light from heaven. What communion, then, can this divine light 
have with darkness? “And what concord hath Christ with Balial? Or 
what part hath he that believeth with an infidel? Or what agreement 
hath the temple of God with idols?” Here is restriction—imposed by 
divine authority. (See 2 Cor. vi. 14-17.) Here the popular schemes of 
free communion with all respectable societies are in direct opposition to 
the command of God, given verse 17th, “ Wherefore come out trom 
among them, and be ve separate, saith the Lord.” And when the mae 
jority of any religious society becomes corrupt, and refuses to reform 
by works of righteousness, the injunction upon his faithful fewis, “ Come 
out of her, my people, that ye be not partakers of her sin, and that ye 
receive not of her plagues.”’ (Rev. xviii. 4.) Anda pure church can 
not be faithful to her Lord but by excommunicating heretics, and re- 
fusing to unite with such denominations as remain defiled with corrup- 
tions. She must promote his honor, by maintaining her own purity, or 
else he will himself purge her by sore judgments; as in Zach. xiii. 8, 
9. “ And it shall come to pass that in all the land, saith the Lord, two 
parts therein shall be cut off and die; but the third part shall be left 
therein. And I will bring the third part through the fire, and will re- 
fine them as silver is refined.” Should any of our religious communi- 
ties, even those esteemed most rigid, expunge one-third of her mem- 
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bers, as corrupt, their course of discipline would incur universal cen- 
sure, as being too censorious, and a milder policy would be recommend. 
ed, fearing lest they might lose some of their remaining members; but 
that policy sanctioned by Jehovah, is to carry on a purifying, reforming 
process, until two-thirds are exscinded, and then continue the remain- 
ing third in the refining ordeal. 

Zion is required by Jehovah to maintain her character as “ the pillar 
and ground of truth.” And when by her firmness and integrity, when 
the watchman on her walls sound an alarm at every invasion of error, 
and use the key of discipline for the appointed purpose of casting out 
the stranger, and the leprous, when she thus gives evidence of her pu- 
rity and devotedness to the honor of her Head, he will establish her 
“on the top of the mountains, as the joy of the whole earth, the 
crown of his glory.” And when her enemies, strong and mighty, “go 
to with axes and hammers, to break down the carved work of his sanc- 
tuary,” if then she be faithful in unfurling her banner, because of 
truth, and remain firm in its support, the glory of the divine presence 
shall beantify her, heaven’s approving countenance shall light up her 
path like the smiles of the morning, and she shall at last be pre- 


sented faultless before the throne of God, “adorned as a bride to 
meet her husband.” 


HONESTAS. 





Art. V. Misrepresentations Corrected. 

It is sometimes difficult to determine whethe: to reply to a slander or 
to let it pass unnoticed. A portion of the community may understand 
the case and count the correction a mere waste of time and labor; yet 
another portion may wish to understand it more fully, and may have a 
just claim to be gratified. Experience teaches that ina defence against 
personal attacks, we should draw but sparingly on the patience and sym- 
pathy of the public; but in defending a public body, and especially an 
important cause struck at through that body, we may use more liberty. 
I have lately had access to the 4th and 5th numbers of the Associate 
Presbyterian Magazine, in which I find so many misrepresentations of 
the proceedings of the Associate Presbytery of Cambridge, that I might 
well despair of obtaining the patient attention of the reader in even 
noticing them particularly ; and such a particular notice I trust is un- 
necessary. ‘There are, however, a few misrepresentations which many 
readers may have nv opportunity of understanding, and which may 
need some explanation, in justice both to the Presbytery slandered, and 
to the public imposed upon; and these may be taken as specimens of 
the whole. 

A committee appointed by the Presbytery of Cambridge, prepared 
and published a Narrative of the proceedings of the Presbytery in the 
cases of Dr. A. Bullions and Mr. Stalker. Tn the Associate Presbyte- 
rian Magazine, the grossest misrepresentations of these proceedings are 

iven, and yet to gain credit to these misrepresentations, they assert be- 
fore their readers, who may not have access to that Narrative, that it 
verifies materially all their statements. (p. 108.) Now if this were so, 





tee es or teeta ™ 


oa Ye ane? : 








Misrepresentations Corrected. 455 


the Presbytery must have been shamefully wicked, and their committee 
infatuated. 

In the Magazine, page 110, the editor represents the Presbytery of 
Cambridge as requiring Dr. Bullions to retract as unfounded and_slan- 
derous what they at the same time knew tobe true. He adds, “ There 
can be no doubt about this, for they themselves attest the fact. They 
say they required Dr. Bullions to commit the sin of denying the truth— 
we content ourselves with placing their own account of this iniquitous 
transaction before our readers, and we add no comments, for it needs 
none.” Now instead of this being the Presbytery’s own account of the 
matter, and without comment, the Predbytry gave no such account, and 
it is wholly comment and perversion. For the Presbytery to have re- 
quired Dr. Bullions to deny the truth would have been hard; to have 
done so knowing the truth in question, would have been sinful indeed ; 
and still more sinful to have required this as a condition of restoration. 
But what is the state of the case? The Presbytery’s requisition as 
stated in their minutes and in the Narrative which the editor pretends to 
quote without comment, is “ That Dr. Bullions either retract his decla- 
ration as unfounded and slanderous, that four members of this Presby- 
tery are unfit to sit as members of this court, on supposition that cer- 
tain reports in possession of Messrs. Peter Gordon and George Mairs, 
are true; or on the other hand, that he pledge himself to Presbytery to 
produce those reports for Presbytery’s judgment—and in the latter 
case, that he remain under suspension till he produce them to Pres- 
bytery.” Now, was this requiring Dr. Bullions to retract his former 
assertion? It was a proposal of alternatives, giving him his choice, 
Dr. Bullions had made an injurious assertion but pertinaciously refused 
to furnish the means of investigation. Order required him either to re- 
tract or furnish those means; and this was proposed by Presbytery. 
The one alternative was fair, just and easy: Was this requiring him to 
choose the other? And what is more common than this procedure ? 
A civil tribunal proposes to the accused, however innocent he may be, 
to plead guilty, or stand his trial. Is this requiring him to plead guilty ? 
A church member found guilty on trial, has his choice to submit or be 
cast out. Is this requiring him to choose the latter? Who but 
this writer could say that it is? Can any one, even in charity, 
believe that he thought he was treating the Presbytery fairly, 
or that he was not of purpose perverting the truth in order to slan- 
der? From this specimen let the public see the spirit of our oppo- 
nents; and let them judge whether such a writer is likely to lead their 
views correctly in matters in debate ; or give them a fair view of the 
controversy. Is he conscious that his cause is just, or does he depend 
on divine guidance or protection, when he uses such means of offence 
or defence? We do wish our opponents to defend themselves if 
they be injured, but we have a right to demand of them whether as 
christians or as men, that they do it honestly and honorably. 

In the Magazine, pages 108-9, the Presbytery of Cambridge and 
their committee are ridiculed for pleading that a Presbytery may reject 
an appeal, proceed with the trial, and still allow the appellant to carry 
up his cause to a superior court, but that he ought in the mean time to 
submit. Yet the first part of this plea is founded on our own Book of 
Discipline, part iii. art. 12: “ When a protest and appeal are offered, the 
judicatory is to consider whether they will admit or reject them: If 
they admit, the cause is to be left to the judgment of the superior 
court; but if they reject, they may proceed in the trial of it. The 
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party may protest against the rejection of his protest; and if this is 
sustained, he may still bring the cause ultimately before the superior 
court.” The latter part of the plea is justified by our Overture, which 
this writer quotes with approbation ; Book II. chap. 9. § 9: “ When 
the appeal is taken from a sentence of suspension, deposition, or ex- 
communication, which sentence shall be considered as in force till the 
appeal is issued.” The Book of Discipline of the Presbyterian Church 
Chap. vii. § 3. item 15, is substantially the same. Thus the whole ar- 
gument of the Presbytory’s committee on this point is fully justified ; 
for if a sentence of suspension, &c. shall be considered as in force till the 
appeal is issued, it does require submission in the mean time. But to 
render the committee’s argument ridiculous, the editor of the Maga- 
zine construes it thus: (p. 109.) ‘* The Presbytery means, that if one 
of their members appeal to Synod from a sentence of rebuke (7) and 
they should reject the appeal, he may still carry it up by an additional 
appeal, only in the mean time he must submit to the rebuke, and some- 
time after, the Synod will decide whether the Presbytery ought to have 
inflicted the suntence to which he has already been compelled to sub- 
mit.”” Now all this construction is made by slipping in the little word 
rebuke, which the committee did not use in the passage criticised. Did 
the Presbytery mean that Dr. Bullions should submit to the rebuke and 
yet appeal from it to Synod? They did notask sucha submission, and 
they would not have accepted it, had it been offered by the Dr., as they 
showed when he did so offer it at Saiem. (See Narrative, pp. 14, 15.) 

The committee was speaking of all the Dr.’s appeals together, p. 43. 
Their meaning was, that Dr. Bullions should have submitted to a re- 
buke without appealing, but when he did not submit to this sentence, 
and was suspended, even with an appeal from the latter sentence, he 
should have submitted tiil the case would be issued in the higher court. 
That is, he had his choice of submission to a rebuke without an appeal, 
or to a suspension, with an appeal, if he chose to make it. This was 
the submission spoken of. Why then did the editor of the Magazine 
slip in the word “rebuke” in his construction of the committee’s argu- 
ment? Not because the committee used it so, but because it required 
this word to make it ridiculous. But why did he not introduce the 
word suspension instead of robuke? (For this was the very sentence 
to which the Presbytery did require Dr. Bullions to submit under his 
appeal.) No doubt, because it would have appeared reasonable and 
just, and founded on acknowledged rules. ‘Thus the true state of the 
case must be concealed and perverted by the editor of the Magazine, 
lest the public might see it and justify the Presbytery. Still, perhaps, 
to some, it may not be clear what the difference is between submission 
to a rebuke and submission to suspension, with an appeal in either case. 

The difference is this. Submission to a rebuke is usually in order to 
restoration, and involves an acknowledgement of the justice of the 
sentence and a confession of sin. An appeal in such a casc, is there- 
fore absurd; and a reversal of the sentence by a superior court, is not 
only a condemnation of the judgment of the inferior court, but also of 
the man’s confession of sin. Submission to a sentence of suspension 
with an appeal does not involve such acknowledgment, and a reversal 
condemns only the judgment of the inferior court. 

In page 108 of the Magazine, the editor says, ‘‘ The Presbytery (of 
Cambridge) suspended Dr. Builions for no other offence, than using this 
undoubted constitutional privilege (of protest and appeal.) This is ut- 
terly false. Dr, Bullions had uttered an injurious slaader against mem- 
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bers of Presbytery, and refused to furnish the means of investigation, 
according to the acknowledged order of the church, and in contempt of 
the Presbytery’s demand of these means; he refused submission to a 
rebuke for this conduct, and thus adhered to his slanders and his con- 
tempt of acknowledged order. For adherence to his slander and con- 
tempt of order, proved by the non-submission to the rebuke, he was 
suspended. According to this writer’s logic, if a man were condemn- 
ed to die for murder, on his own confession, then, not the murder, but 
his confession, is the sole offence for which he is punished. 

In page 108, the editor says, “ All that has been proved about the 
letter sent to Mr. D. Gordon is simply, that Dr. Bullions’ name, which 
was written on the back of the letter, was in his own hand-writing, 
and also the few following words at the bottom of the last page of the 
letter, viz: ‘N. B. Let Mr. D. Gordon have the reading of the above,’ 
every thing else that has been written, or published, or said on this sub- 
ject, is either fiction or mere conjecture, unsupported by any proof what- 
ever. Thisis all that Presbytery have been able to establish, as wili be 
seen from their own pamphlet.” Even this proof was much, and suffi- 
cient to convince many friends of Dr. B. who attended the trial in 
Presbytery. But why does this writer make such a sweeping declara- 
tion that this was all that was proved, when he knows that Mr. Stalk- 
er’s} testimony and Mr. Whyte’s statements, which he engaged to con- 
firm by oath if it be thought necessary, prove much more? And why 
does he assert that the Presbytery’s pamphlet confirms his assertion, 
when it contains these additional testimonies of Messrs. Stalker and 
Whyte? Such sweeping assertions in the very face of truth and 
proof, are no doubt made in the hope that a certain portion of his read- 
ers will never have access to correct information. 

In page 106, the editor condemns the Presbytery for charging Mr. 
Stalker with “ disagreeing with the Synod and Presbytery in maintain- 
ing our profession in respect of the United Secession.” 'To maintain 
this censure of the Presbytery on this point, he quotes an act of the 
Associate Presbytery of Pennsylvania, passed April 28, 1791, defining 
the terms of admission of ciurch members ; and concludes that the act 
of Synod in 1827, to which the Presbytery of Cambridge refer in 
their charge against Mr. Stalker, is not binding, because it was not ex- 
pressed against the United Secession in the act of 1791, even though 
its basis and substance is included in that act. 

In page 140, the editor undertakes to make his readers ful/y acquaint- 
ed with all the circumstances of the case between Mr. Stalker and 
Messrs. Miller and Anderson, and commences by stating that “ some- 
time in 1832, Mr. D. Gordon had invited Dr. A Bullions to assist him” 
—that “the Dr. declined,’—that “the Presbytery called upon him to 
to answer for the offence of refusing to assist Mr. D. Gordon at the 
time he had been invited.” On the contrary, the Presbytery never 
made the J)r.’s refusal to assist at the time he had been invited, an of- 
Jence, nor called upon him to answer for it. His offence for which he 
was called to account, was for refusing christian and ministerial com- 
munion with Mr. Gordon, although members of the same church. 

The editor adds, “The Doctor assigned as his reason for refusing as- 
sistance, the fact that Mr. D. Gordon, in a paper used by him before the 
Presbytery, had represented him as a person destitute of godly sincer- 
ity,” &c. That is, Dr. Bullions, in 1832, refused to assist Mr. D. Gor- 
don, and gave as his reason for that refusal, certain expressions said to 
be used by Mr. Gordon in June, 1833. ‘The latter date was the time 
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that it was said he used those expressions. It is most probable this mis- 
statement was not intended by the editor, but it shows how fit he is 
to give his readers an accurate account of the case, and to correct the 
history given by the Presbytery. It is also most probable that he would 
lave escaped this error, had he not endeavored to fix on the Presbyte- 
ry the charge of “calling Dr. Bullions to answer for the offence of re- 
fusing assistance at the time he had been invited.” os; 
On the same page, in reference to Mr. Stalker’s charge against eo 
Messrs. Mi!ler and Anderson, for testimony given by them to the effect 
that Mr. Stalker had been called by Presbytery, in a certain trial, to 
give testimony ; this writer says, “The Presbytery did not at that 
time, nor at any other time, call upon Mr. Stalker to give testimony in 
the case.” And again on page 141, ‘It was not proved that the Pres- 
bytery had ever called upon him to swear to the truth of his state- 
ment’’—and “ It was indeed fully admitted that the Presbytery had at ss 
no time called upon Mr. Stalker to swear to the truth of said statement.” 
Now, to say the least, these are impudent falsehoods. In the Presbyte- 
ry’s Narrative, pages 6 and 7, express testimony to the contrary is given 
by several witnesses ; and Mr. Stalker substantially yields the point in . 
his paper to Presbytery, published in the Narrative, page 10, close of t 
the paper. 
But the editor adds, in order to confirm these unblushing falsehoods, 
“and it could not be otherwise in the nature of things, for there never 
had been any trial of the case,” &c. Thisis no less bold. The com- 
mittee of Presbytery, in their Narrative, state that there was a trial 
entered and prosecuted. Moreover, Dr. A. Bullions took an appeal on 











this case, and it was accordingly reviewed by Synod in 1834, and the : 
Presbytery sustained in their procedure, ia their minutes of the pro- 
ceedings, even in opposition to Dr. Bullions’ and Mr. Stalker’s contrary " 


statements, and their final decision. And yet this editor boldly says, 
“there never had been any trial of the case.” I would remind the editor 
that when truth is a defence, it is the most efficient weapon; and he 
that is conscious that his cause is good will employ it alone. 

I had marked several other misrepresentations for correction, but I 
intended only to give specimens, and I am afraid I have already ex- 
hausted the reader's patience. Such exhibitions should be brief, al- 
though they be necessary. Just defence of personal character, and of 
the proceedings of church courts, may not immediately promote edifi- 
cation, but it is necessary in order to remove impediments to edifica- 
tion. It has been the usual method of adversaries of the cause of God, 
to attack it through its advocates; witness the treatment of the Apos- 
tle Paul often referred to by him, as in 2 Cor. x. xi. xii. chapters. The 
present unhappy dissensions in our church are falsely viewed by many 
as personal quarrels. They did not originate in personal antipathies, 
but in radical differences of religious sentiment and principle. This 
produced opposition in aims and measures, naturally producing disaf- 
fection and distrust. To effect objects indirectly, which could not be ~ 
attained directly, the cause professedly maintained by our church, be- 
gan to be undermined, by insinuations 7 wg its truth or its importance 
" in some of its parts, or by practical neglect or contempt. No national 
differences, or personal temperaments originated the present contests, 
h although this may, in some cases, have fanned the flame when kindled. ~ 
ij Where there was unity of principles, all such distinctions were oblite- ic 
| rated and forgotten, and confidence and harmony in counsel and action of 
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prevailed. Look at the state of parties in our church. Has not unity 
of principle completely buried all temporal differences, where they have 
existed? How absurd and vain the exhortation to lay aside dissensions 
and walk in love when a radical difference of religious sentiment and 
principle is cherished! It isan admonition to walk in love without the 
grounds, the means, or the spirit of love. The only successful method 
of walking in love is to seek anity of principle and to be ‘‘ of one mind” 
and so to “live in peace.” (2 Cor. xiii. 11.) Divine Providenee has 
left a party in our church to betray their spirit under circumstances cal- 
culated to bring the matter to an issue, in order that the secretly corrupt- 
ing principle might be detected and removed; and this result appears 
to be now effected which had not been contemplated in the beginning 
of these contests. ‘The party now speak out boldly their views of the 
defertion of the United Secession, which before they insinuated by 
words betrayed by action. (See Magazine, pages 107-147.) 
PEACE WITH TRUTH. 





Art. VI. Letter to the Editor of the Religious Monitor. 


Dear Sirn—The advertisement which I send you to-day may require 
some explanation. As the three forgeries which it contains are the 
cases on which rests that huge superstructure of defamation, vulgarity 
and abuse, that has been so lavishly heaped upon the Associate Synod 
both collectively and individually, for three years past; their exposure 
seemed necessary. 

Personal abuse I disregard, and have long disregarded. But when 
anattempt is made to stigmatize a whole community through me, silence 
would be criminal. I have been urged by friends who are acquainted with 
all the facts in the case, to call the Rev. gentlemen referred to in the 
advertisement into a court of justice; but no personal considerations 
can ever induce me to take such a step. Because sucha course of con- 
duct is in most cases unscriptural, and savors more of the feudal bar- 
barism of the dark ages than of the gospel of peace ; because pious 
people of all denominations look upon it with abhorrence, and because 
whenever a minister of the gospel resortsto a civil court of justice to de- 
fend his character, especially against the members of his own commu- 
nion, he almost invariably finds, that a general belief prevails in the 
christian community that he never had any. But as these men by the 
laws of Christ’s house, are no longer ministers or members of the 
christian church, and as they persevere in uttering slander through me 
against the whole community; if the Associate Synod should fail to 
elicit the truth at its next meeting, itis possible I may find an obliga- 
tion resting on me to take a step which I have for four years pideinet: 
ingly resisted. Nor have I, as yet, had cause to repent of this course 
Through the mercy of God, I have unalloyed satisfaction with the 
people among whom God has called me to labor. A good degree of 
attention to gospel ordinances prevails; and many are looking for their 
portion beyond the transitory enjoyments of this mortal life. Seventy- 
four have been added to our communion within a period of sighiosn 
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months.* So that while the storm howls without, we have peace and 
prosperity within. Can my calumniators say as much? For it is ac- “ae 
" | cording to their manner to trumpet their own fame at the expense of : 
others. 
| Your account of the pretended retraction is correct, as far as 
it goes; the whole transaction is as follows: I drew up a paper withdraw- 
if ing some of the statements ; which Mr. Stark refused to accept. In this 
i stage of the transaction the committee of Presbytery was appointed; 
| the paper laid before them: Alterations were suggested and interlinea- 5 
Bf] tions made with a pencil, partly by Mr. Stark, and partly by the com- see 
i |! mittee, among which the word aLu wassubstituted for some. In this 
b |] amended shape, I promptly rejected it. Mr. Stark then requested the 
paper over night (it being about nine o’clock in the evening) for con- 











1: sideration as I supposed, to make up his mind whether or not he would i 
i = accept it as I had written it; not regarding the pencil marks made by 
1 others, to which I had never acceded as of any account. After a 


solemn pledge from him to make no use of it to my injury, and to re- 

turn it in the morning ; and after the urgent solicitation of Mr. Camp- 

A i} bell, who appeared surprised that I should suspect the good faith of Mr. r 

S., I reluctantly consented to let him take the puper for consideration : 

till the morning, when I expected he would either accept of it as [had 

written it, or return it. This plain statement the reader will perceive, 

i is corroborated by the testimony of Messrs Campbell and Smart, the 

; only persons present except the parties concerned, which is already he- 

fore the public. And, if necessary, it can be substantiated by the Rev. 

Samuel McArthur, that Mr. Stark virtually admitted that the paper 

was only in negotiation, when I came into the Presbytery on the fol- 

lowing morning. This is entirely consistent with your account, and 

‘ even with Dr. B.’s, only that the Dr. leaves out an essential part which 

he says he did not understand. I did say that [had permitted the in- 

| terlineations with the pencil, because, when I made a proposition which 

,§ he would not accept, the next step was to hear him; but I did not ac- 

Bi cede to the alterations. I did say, that I had given or offered to give oy 

| the paper to Mr. Stark the night before as I had written it. But, it 

i appears, the Dr. could not “ understand” the words in italics. And itis ' 

not a Jittle remarkable that in his defective statement he actually repre- i 

sents me as saying—“ that theretraction as first written was not so full” = 

—as the interlined paper which Mr. S. had. Thus we see how easy it Pm 

sometimes is to commit the highest act of injustice by a little prevarica- Pe 

tion, especially where, in addition to this, a man is so reckless of moral ys 

principle as to violate a solemn pledge given in the presence of wit- 
nesses. 

But further, a little attention to the chronological order will throw 

great light on this disputed transaction. Designed anachronism is a fa- 

vorite trick of the writers in the Associate Presbyterian Magazine, by 
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means of which they give to falsehood an air of truth. An instance id 

of this occurs in the number for December, page 138, foot note. “# 

In May, 1835, Mr. Stark writes thus through his legal adviser: = 
“If Mr. Webster feels disposed to retract, the retraction may be ei- Si 

? ther general or specific, as he pleases; but in either case it is essential iv 
that it should embrace every thing contained in the pamphlet which goes 5 

; to affect the character and standing of Mr. Stark. 3 

* IT rely upon 2 Cor, xii. 11. to justify this reference to myself. ie 

ia 
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“ Such a retraction will be received by Mr. S. in full satisfaction of 

the grievance of which he complains. 
“ Yours, 
“WM. PARMELEE.’ 

On the 9th of September, 1835, the disputed paper was in negotiation 
before the committee of Presbytery ; that paper which Mr. Stark de- 
clares was a full retraction of every thing against him as unwarranted 
and unfounded. But on the 10th of September, Mr. S. alleges that I 
destroyed said paper and fell from my retraction; accordingly Mr. S. 
and Dr. P. Bullions contended that 1 should be libelled and the latter 
was appointed to draft the libel, a copy of which is sull in the posses- 
sion of Presbytery in Dr. B’s hand writing. And it was not till the 
28th of October that Mr. Stark introduced his famous resolution that 
it is unlawful to permit a person to prove what he has already retract- 
ed as unwurranted and unfounded. If the retraction had been really 
made, why did not Mr. Stark object to framing the libel? why did Dr. 
B. draft the libel? The only consistent answer that can be given, is, 
because they knew that no full retraction had been made. It was a 
scheme got up afterwards to condemn me, if possible, without a trial ; 
to prevent me from bringing exculpatory testimory, which they knew 
would prove fatal to their cause, and go very far towards my justifica- 
tion. 

But in September, 1836, Mr. Stark puts the civil suit to trial. One 
year after the pretended retraction. Now compare this with his note 
by Mr. Parmelee. IfIhad really retracted, then that suit was a viola- 
tion of the pledge given in Mr. Parmelee’s note. But if | had fallen 
from the retraction, so as to justify the civil suit, then it fully justified 
the Presbytery in taking me on trial. For in October, 1835, Mr. Stark 
contends before the Presbytery that I had retracted, though at the very 
time I also stood before the Presbytery denying the pretended retrae- 
tion ; and in September, 1836, he stands before the civil court contend- 
ing that I had not retracted! Now let the Rev. gentleman take which 
horn of the dilemma he pleases. According to his own showing, all 
his abuse of the Presbytery for granting me a trial is unfounded calum- 
ny, of the vilest character; or he sued me afterl had given him: that 
satisfaction which he pledged himself should be received as a “ full sat- 
isfaction.” Truly “ the legs of the lume are not equal.” 

The whole matter then stands thus :—I1 had received some erroneous 
statements respecting Mr. Stark, and published them, supposing that 
they were true. I had published many others which both he and I 
knew to be true. He seizes on these erroneous statements, though I 
always stood ready to retract them in the fullest manner as soon as the 
error was discovered, and says I will sue you on them unless you retract 
the whole, hoping to conceal the truth, palm a lie upon the church of 
God, and cover up his own delinquency. The truth of the things which 
1 refused to retract, and some of which are embodied in the libel put into 
his hands by the Presbytery of Albany, thus receive the strongest pos- 
sible confirmation. HadI given them up, I could have avoided the civ- 
il suit, saved myself some vexation and $700 or $800 in money. Now 
I appeal to the common sense of mankind, whether it is probable that 
any man, with an income but little beyond a bare subsistence, would be 
likely to throw away such a sum merely to establish alie against 
his neighbor! It appears to me that the man who would act thus, must 
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either be insane, exceedingly malignant, or exceedingly wealthy, or ra- 
ther the whole combined.* 

It is hoped that this unvarnished narrative, confirmed by the solemn 
oaths of the only disinterested persons who witnessed the transaction, 
and whose character is and ever has been unimpeached, will have a ten- 
dency to roll away from our church courts, in the estimation of all re- 
flecting men, that mountain of odium which has been heaped upon them 
merely on account of their efforts to clear their skirts of those = 
Jul works of darkness which, to say nothing of the christian religion, 
are degrading to any civilized community. Personally, I repeat, I care 
for none of these things. Once, I acknowledge, it was different with 
me, when the delusive dream of youthful ambition exerted a more pow- 
erful influence than at present. But now through the greatness of 
God’s mercy I have learned to follow the advice of the Psalmist, (Psal. 
xxxvii. 1.) But tobe used as akind of scourge over the backs of ven- 
erable fathers and respected brethren, was, in my opinion, carrying the 
matter a little too far: And when I reflected that the men who are la- 
boringin this work, appear like those who would revolutionize their coun- 
try in order to escape the penalty of its violated laws ; it appeered in- 
cumbent on me to speak. 

An attempt has been made to fix the authorship of my pamphlet upon 
the Presbytery, because the mistakes in it originated with Mr. Irvine !t 
But I seek not, and never did, the least concealment in this business. 
Strange reasoning, truly; if a body of men are charged with an offence 
and that offence is fixed upon an individual, does not this clear the body 
in the most satisfactory manner possible? It was todo away the whole- 
sale slander against our church courts, that operated as one motive in 
making that letter public. But men can maintain falsehood against ev- 
idence, when no other expedient can be found to screen themsclves from 
the consequences of their moral delinquencies. How often does the 
fear of the rod lead truant boys to the commission of this sin! and 
who is wholly delivered from it in riper years! If there be any such, 
he is not very far from perfection. 

In relation to the sweeping denunciation vf all the Scotch people in 
the world with which I am charged, its ineffable baseness might well 
excuse me the trouble of giving it even a passing notice. Aside from 
its unscriptural character, what is its design? Plainly to enlist nation- 
al feeling in the cause of iniquity. Were I to offer such an insult to 
any people as is implied in this appeal of Dr. P. Bullions, 1 should not 
consider myself very safe among them, unless they had lost the spirit 
of men. Butsince much stress appears to be laid on this pitiful slander, 
I will state a few facts, and leave the editor to answer the call 1 have 
made upor him for the manuscript. And 1. Itis a fact that some of 
the warmest and longest tried friends I have on earth are Scotsmen. 2. 
It isa fact that some of the most estimable men with whom I am ac- 
quainted are Scotsmen. 3. Itis a fact that many who abhor the 
course pursued by the editor of the Associate Presbyterian Magazine 





* It is not my Sorign to rest the proof on the above reasoning. Itis only used as a collatteral 
confirmation. [hold that the testimony taken on my trial is good and sufficient proof. It appears 
to me if the writers in the Associate Presbyterian Magazine continue their present employment 
it will impose upon the Presbytery of Albany an obligation to publish the whole of that testimo- 
ny. 

%j Mr. I's. name would never have been made public had he not been apprised, before his state 
ments were communicated, that they were designed for publication, and were requested with this 
view alone. The letter containing his statements bears this on the face. 
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as much as [ do, are Scotsmen. 4. It isa fact that the majority of the 
court which tried the issue between Mr. Stark and myself, were Scots- 
men. 5. It is a fact that before the call from the first Associate con- 
gregation of Philade!phia was presented to me by the Presbytery of 
Albany, the Rev. P. Bullions accused me with this charge and failed in the 

roof; and was required by the Presbytery to retract his calumny. 
Vhat are we to think of the man who makes a charge before a court 
which is judicially investigated, and falls without a shadow of evidence ; 
and then afterwards publishes the same charge to the world? He knows 
that such conduct would lead to his suspension were he 1n the church. 
For ‘“ persons who are active in reviving scandals that have been /e- 

ally removed shall be considered as scandalous.” (Book of Dis. p. 59.) 
Betts he has been already susPpENpDED, he appears to cast off all re- 
straint; yet he should bear in mind that there is a superintending pow- 
er higher than any earthly tribunal. This is the substance of all I 
know certainly respecting this charge. But as I have called upon the 
Dr. to produce my hand writing for acharge to which he has affixed 
my name ; and as he is in duty bound to furnish it, or stand before the 
public in no enviable light ; when it is furnished, I will make the neces- 
sary apology. 

Respectfully yours, C. WEBSTER, 
Philadelphia, Jan. 31, 1839. 





Art. VII. Precious Remedies against Satan’s Devices. 
(Concluded from page 372.) 

CuapTer Ill. The third Device that Satan hath to keep poor sinners 
from believing in, and closing with the Saviour, is, By suggesting to them 
the want of such and such preparations and qualifications. Saith Satan, 
Thou art not prepared to entertain Christ; thou art not humbled and 
justified; thou art not heart sick of sin; thou hast not been under horrors 
and terrors as such and such persons have ; thou must stay till thou art 
prepared and qualified to receive the Lord Jesus, &c. Now the remedies 
against this device are these : 

Remedy 1. Against this device of Satan, consider, that such as have 
not been so prepared and qualified, as Satan suggests, have received 
Christ, believed in Christ, and have been saved by Christ. Matthew was 
called, sitting at the receipt of custom, and such was the power that 
went with Christ’s call, that he was made to follow him. (Mat. ix. 9.) 
We read not of either horrors or terrors, &c. that he was under be- 
fore he was called by Christ. Pray what preparations and qualifica- 
tions were found in Zaccheus, Paul, the Jailor and Lydia, before their 
conversion? (Luke xix. 9. Acts xvi.) God brings in some by the 
sweet and still voice of the gospel; and usuaily such who are thus 
brought into Christ, are the most humble, choice and fruitful christians. 
God is a free agent to work by law or gospel; by smiles or frowns; 
by presenting hell or heaven to sinner’s souls. God thunders from 
Mount Sinai upon some souls, and conquers them by thundering. God 
speaks to others in a still voice, and by that conquers them. You that 
are brought to Christ by the law, do not judge and condemn them that 
are brought to Christ by the gospel; and you that are brought to Christ 
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by the gospel, do not you despise those that are brought to Christ by 
the law. Some are brought to Christ by fire, storms, and tempests; 
others by more easy and gentle gales of the Spirit. Thrice happy are 
those souls who are brought to Christ, whether it be in a winter’s 
night, or a summer's day. 

Rem. 2. Dwell upon the followirg scriptures, which do clearly 
evidence, that poor sinners who have no qualifications to meet with 
Christ, to receive and embrace the Lord Jesus Christ, may, notwith- 
standing that, believe, rest, and lean upon him for happiness and _bless- 
edness, according to the gospel. Read Prov. i. 20. ult. and chap. viii, 
1-11. and chap. ix. 1-6. Ezek xvi. 1-14. John iii. 14-18, 36. Rev. iii. 
15-20. Here the Lord Jesus Christ stands knocking at the Laodiceans’ 
door ; he would fain have them sup with him, that he might sup with 
them; that is, that they might have intimate communion and fellowship 
one with another.’ 

Now pray tell me, what preparations and qualifications had these 
Laodiceans to entertain Christ’ Surely none; for they were luke- 
warm, they were ‘neither hot nor cold,’ they were ‘wretched, and 
miserable, and poor, and blind, and naked,’ and yet Christ to show his 
free grace, and his condescending love, invites the very worst of sin- 
ners to open, though they were no ways prepared or qualified to enter- 
tain him. 

Rem. 3. Seriously consider, that the Lord does not in all the scrip- 
ture, require such preparations and qualifications before men come to 
Christ, believe in Christ, or entertain, or embrace the Lord Jesus.* 
Believing in Christ is the great thing that God presses upon sinners 
throughout the scripture: as all know, who know any thing of scrip- 
ture. 

Object. But does not Christ say, ‘Come to me all you that la- 
bor and are heavy laden, and I will give you rest?’ (Mat. xi. 28) 

To this I shall give these three answers : 

1. That though the invitation be to such that ‘“ Labor and are heavy 
laden,” yet the promise of giving rest, is made to coming, to believing 
souls. 

2. That all that this scripture proves and shows is, that such who la- 
bor under sin, as under a heavy burden, and that are laden with the 
guilt of sin, and sense of God’s displeasure, ought to come to Christ for 
rest; but it doth not prove that only such must come to Christ, nor 
that all men must be thus burdened, and laden with the sense of their 
sins, and the wrath of God, before they come to Christ. 

Poor sinners, when they are under the sense of sin, and wrath of 
God, they are prone to run from creature to creature, and from duty to 
duty, and from ordinance to ordinance, to find rest; and if they could 
find it in any thing, or creature, Christ should never hear from them; but 
here the Lord sweetly invites them ; and to encourage them, he engages 
himself to give them rest. ‘Come, (saith Christ) and I will give you 
rest.’ I will not show you. nor barely tell you of rest, but ‘I will give 
you rest.’ I am faithfulness itself, and cannot lie. ‘I will give you 

rest.’ I that have the greatest power, the greatest will, the greatest 
right to give it. ‘Come laden sinners, and | will give you rest.’ Rest 
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* Rom. iv. 5. God justifies the ungodly. It is a comfort that he does justify such, or there 
could be no hope, since all are sinners or ungodly by nature. D. 
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is the most desirable, the most suitable good, and to you the greatest 
good. ‘Come,’ saith Christ, that is, ‘Believe in me, and | will give vou 
rest.’ 1 will give you peace with God, and peace with conscience: | 
will turn your storm into an everlasting calm. | will give you such 
rest, that the world can neither give to you, nor take from you. 

3. 1 answer:—No one scripture expresses the whole mind of God, 
therefore do but compare this one scripture with those several scriptures 
that are laid down in the second remedy last mentioned, and it will 
clearly appear, that though men are not thus burdened and laden with 
their sins, and filled with horror and terror, they may come to Christ, 
they may receive and embrace the Lord Jesus Christ. 

Rem. 4. Consider, that all the trouble, sorrow, shame and mourn- 
ing for sin, which is acceptable to God, flows from faith in Christ, as 
the stream from the fountain, as the branch from the root, and as the 
effect from the cause. (Zech. xii. 10.) ‘They shall look on him whom 
they have pierced, and they shall mourn for him.’ All gospel mourning 
flows from believing; they shall first look, and then mourn, 


Cuarter IV. The fourth Device that Satan hath to keep poor sin- 
ners from believing in, and closing with a Saviour, is, By suggesting to 
them Christ’s unwillingness to save. It is tue, saith Satan, Christ is 
able to save thee, but is he willing? Surely, though he is able, yet he 
is not willing to save such a wretch as thou art; thou hast trampled his 
blood under thy feet, and hast lived in open rebellion against him all thy 
days, &c.—The remedy against this device of Satan, is briefly to consider 
these few things: 

1. The great journey that he hath taken from heaven to earth, on 
purpose to save sinners, doth strongly demonstrate his willingness to 
save them. (Mat. ix. 13.) ‘I came not to call the righteous, but sin- 
ners to repentance,’ and 1 Tim. 1. 15. 

2. His divesting himself of his glory in order to the salvation of sin- 
ners, manifests his willingness to save them. He leaves his Father's 
bosom, he puts off his glorious robes, and lays aside his glorious crown 
and bids adieu to his glittering courtiers, the angels, for a season; and 
all that he may accomplish the salvation of sinners. 

3. That sea of sin, of wrath, of trouble, and of blood that Jesus 
Christ waded through, that sinners might be pardoned, justified, recon- 
ciled, and saved, strongly evidences his willingness to save them. (2 
Cor. v. 19, 20.) 

4. His sending his ambassadors early and late to woo and entreat sin- 
ners to be reconciled to him, doth loudly proclaim his readiness and wil- 
lingness to save them. 

5. His complaints against such as refuse him, and who will not be 
saved bv him, loudly proclaim his willingness to save sinners. (John i. 
11.) ‘He came to his own, and his own received him not.’ Soin John 
v. 40. ‘ But ye will not come to me, that ye may have life.’ 

6. The joy and delight that he takes in the conversion of sinners, 
demonstrates his willingness that they should be saved. (Luke xv. 7.) 
‘I say unto you, that likewise joy shall be in heaven over one sinner 
that repenteth, more than over ninety and nine just persons which need 
no repentance.’ Ged the Father rejoiceth at the return of his prodigal 
son ; Christ rejoices to see the travail of his soul; the Spirit rejoices 
that he hath another temple to dwell in; and the angels rejoice that 
they have another brother to delight in, &c. ; 

VOL. XV. 30 
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Cuapter V. Here follows seven Characters of False-teachers, 
which Ict me add for a close, viz:—That Satan labors hard by false 
teachers, who are his messengers and ambassadors to deceive, delude, 
and destroy for ever the precious souls of men. (Acts xx. 28-30. 2 Cor. 
xi. 18-15. Eph. iv. 14. 2 Tim. iii. 4-6. Tit. i. 11, 12. 2 Pet. ii. 18, 19. 
Jer. xxili. 13. Mic. iii. 5.) They seduce them, and carry them out of 
the right way into bye-paths, and lead them into error. ‘ Beware of 
false prophets.’ (Mat. vii. 14, 15.) These draw out the very blood of 
souls. (Phil. iii. 2.) These kiss and kill; they ery peace, peace, till 
precious souls fall into everlasting flames, &c.—You may know them 
by the following characters : 

i. They are men-pleasers: they preach more to please the ear, than 
to mend the heart.* (Is. xxx. 10. Jer. v. 30, 31.) They handle holy 
things rather wittily, than with fear and reverence. False teachers are 
soul destroyers, they are like an unskilful surgeon, who skins over the 
wound, but never heals it. Flattery undid Ahab and Herod, Nero and 
Alexander. False teachers are hell’s greatest contributors. ‘ Not bit- 
ter, but flattering words do all the mischief,’ said Valerian, the Roman 
emperor. 

2. False teachers are notable in casting dirt, scorn, and reproach 
upon the persons, names, and credit of Christ’s most faithful ambassa- 
dors. Thus Korah, Dathan, and Abiram, charged Moses and Aaron 
that they took too much upon them, seeing all the congregation was 
holy. (Num. xvi. 3-9.) And so Ahab’s false prophets fell foul on good 
Micaiah, paying him with blows for want of better reasons. (1 Kings 
xxii. 26.) Yea Paul the great apostle of the Gentiles, had his ministry 
undermined, and his reputation blasted by false teachers. (2 Cor. v. 
10.) They rather contemn him, than admire him; they look upon him 
as a dunce rather than a doctor. And the same hard measure had our 
Lord Jesus from the Scribes and Pharisees, who labored as for life, to 
build their own credit upon the ruin of his reputation. I suppose false 
teachers mind not that saying of Austin, ‘He that willingly takes from 
~~ good name, unwillingly adds to my reward,’ 

3. They are the inventors of the devices and visions of their own 
heads and hearts. (Mat. xxiv. 4, 5, 11, 14. Tit. i. 10. Jer. xiv. 14. 
ehap. xxiii. 16.) ‘They are Satan’s great benefactors, and such as Di- 
vine justice will reward with punishment in hell as the greatest male- 
factors, if the Physician of souls do not prevent it, &c. 

4. They easily pass over the great and weighty things both of law 
and gospel, and stand most upon those things that are of least moment 
and concern to the souls of men. (1 Tim. i. 5-7. Mat. xxiii. 23.) 
False teachers are particular in the less things of the law, and as neg- 
ligent in the greater. (1 Tim. vi. 3-5.) If such teachers are not the 
veriest hypocrites, | know nothing. (Rom. ii. 22.) The earth groans 
to bear them, and hell is prepared for them. (Mat. xxiv. ult.) 

5. False teachers cover and color their dangerous principles and foul 
impostures, with very fair speeches and plausible pretences ; with high 
notions and golden expressions. ‘They know sugared poison goes down 
sweetly: they wrap up their most pernicious (soul- killing) pills in 
gold. 

In the days of Adrian the emperor, there was one Bencosby gather- 


* But so are not true teachers, (Ga. i. 10. 1 Thess. ii. 1-4.) 
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eda multitude of Jews together, and called himself Be-cocuba, the son 
of a star, applying that promise to himself. (Num. xxiii. 17.) -But he 
proved Barchosaba, the son of alie. And so wil! all false teachers; 
for all their flourishes will prove at last but flowery lies. 

6. False teachers strive more to win over men to their opinions, than 
to better them in their conversations.* (Mat. xxiii. 15.) They busy 
themselves most about men’s heads; their work is not to better their 
hearts, and mend their lives: and in this they are very much like their 
father the devil. 

7. False teachers make merchandize of their followers. (2 Pet. ii. 
1-3.) They eye your goods more than your edification; and mind 
more the serving of themselves, than the saving of your souls: so they 
may have your substance, they care not if Satan have your souls. 
(Rev. xviii. 11-13.) False teachers are the great worshippers of the 
golden calf. (Jer. vi. 13.) 

Now by these characters you may know them, and so shun them, and 
deliver your souls out of their dangerous snares: which that you may, 
my prayers shall meet yours at the throne of grace. 


Art. VIII. 4 Reply to an Article in the Associate Presbyterian Maga- 
zine, entitled “ The Examination examined.” 


The above named periodical has seen proper to examine at some 
length, an article published in a late No. of the Religious Monitor, over 
the signature of “ A Transylvanian.” This examination has evidently 
been written in great haste and under highly excited feelings ; and con- 
sidering these circumstances, it will be no more than fair to make great 
allowance for the severity of its language, and the rashness of some of 
its statements. An answer to it would not have been regarded as ne- 
cessary, had not some of the facts asserted by the Transylvanian been 
denied, or rather the whole of them; for it is said without limitation 
that the materials of the article published in the Monitor, “are nothing 
but falsehood, misrepresentation and unsound reasoning.” The paper, 
it is said, might be correctly defined, “ an uninterrupted tissue of false- 
hood, slauder, jesuitical sophistry, and pitiful quibbling.” And after an 
enumeration of statements said to be “ falsehoods,” some of them “er- 
tirely false,” some ‘wholly false,” and some of them “undisguised and 
wilful falsehoods,” it is added, “ These statements have been put forth 
by an anonymous writer, unsupported by proof, and we pronounce them 
to be false, utterly false, in every circumstance and in every particular.” 
As to writing anonymously, the author of these remarks could hardly 
have failed to perceive that his own article is, in this respect, entirely 
on a level with that of the Transylvanian. Both have written, as is 
common in such cases, without appending their own names, yet under 
the signature of a responsible editor. As to the facts so strongly denied, 
they are mostly things of such notoriety, that no denial of them was 
anticipated. ‘They are mostly things said and done on the floor of Sy- 


* “For shame, (says Epictetus to his Stvics) either live as Stoics, or leave off the name of 
Stoics.”’ The application is easy. 
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nod, or things extensively known where they are said to have occur- 
red, and if occasion require, abundant proof of them can be obtained. 
Some of the most important of the statements denied, have been con- 
firmed by the Review contained in the ninth number of the Monitor; a 
brief notice of some other things is all that is intended in the present 
communication. And as the writer in the Magazine has given us no 
signature, he will be referred tu, agreeably to the title of his piece, as 
the Examiner. 

The Examiner says, (p. 171,) the Transylvanian “ insinuates that by 
looking at the account of this decision [respecting the Presby- 
tery of Albany,] as published by the Synod itself. mistaken apprehen- 
sions have prevailed to some extent.” Here he has not properly ap- 
prehended the meaning of the Transylvanian, who had not said that 
such mistakes had prevailed in consequence of any thing published by 
the Synod, but only in consequence of what the Synod had not pub- 
lished. 

The Examiner denies that a Missionary was sent forth, and that 
money was raised to bring on to Synod such as it was thought would 
befriend Mr. Stark. (p. 172.) This he pronounces “a mere fiction, an 
invention of the author, and an entire falsehood.” It was generally 
thought in the west that a certain young minister traveled through a 
number of the western Presbyteries, calling on many of the brethren 
and urging them to attend the next meeting of Synod for the purpose 
of befriending Mr. Stark, and those who had taken part with himin the 
Presbytery of Albany. Whether it were indeed the said young man 
or “a mere fiction, an entire falsehood,” can be ascertained by the tes- 
timony of something like a dozen or more ministers, members of the 
Presbyteries of Chartiers, Allegheny, and Shenango. Some of these 
can also testify whether there were offers made of pecuniary assistance. 
The Rev. A. 'T. M’Gill and Joseph M’Kee, can also testify that they 
received information in New-York of money having been raised for 
this purpose, and that this information was given them by at least one 
member of Mr. Stark’s congregation. If, then, what was mentioned 
in the examination be entirely false, the reader will at least see how the 
writer was led into such mis-statements: It was by crediting a num- 
ber of men who have hitherto sustained a good character for honesty 
and truth. 

Another of the falsehoods charged against the Transylvanian, is the 
allegation of a plot to secure a majority of Mr. Stark’s friends by a full 
and timely meeting, in one or more Presbyteries. Of this, the Exam- 
iner professes, that he and his brethren never “ heard the remotest hint 
till this statement appeared in the Religious Monitor.” Supposing this 
to be true in the full extent of the assertion, yet their not hearing of 
such a charge, does not prove that such a charge was not made upon 
the floor of Synod; that it was not freely and fully spoken of by many 
members, and was not generally considered as well established. Truth, 
however, requires it to be added, that not only some of the conductors 
of the Magazine, but the editor himself, spoke on the floor of Synod 
on the subject of this charge; so that it would seem they had sume- 
thing like a remote hint of it then, though it may have escaped their 
memory since. 

Passing a verbal criticism next introduced by the Examiner, by mere- 
ly referring him to the 11th page of his own Magazine, where he will 
in a like case find more just ground for exercising his critical acumen, 
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we proceed to the next charge of falsehood, which is in respect to the 
acknowledgment of the aforementioned plot implied in the words of 
Mr. H. H. Blair. In a speech delivered by him on the floor of Synod, 
in answer to the charge of a plot, he stated that they had been long pray- 
ing for such an opportunity, and that Providence had answered their 
prayers beyond their expectations. ‘The words in Italics were the words 
used by him, either verbatim or nearly so. The confession which he 
had thus innocently, or inadvertently made, was the subject of much 
remark at the time, both in and out of Synod; and if necessary, this 
fact, which is now said to be “ wholly false” and “ utterly false inevery 
circumstance and particular,” could be substantiated, by probably not 
less than a hundred witnesses. 

It is also said to be wholly false that the friends of Mr. Stark were 
so convinced of this plot that they did not deny it, and it is added, “It 
was impossible for them to deny a charge of which they never heard.” 
It may be that the Examiner never heard of it, but he tasks our faith 
too much, when he requires us to believe that a thing cannot be true 
because he did not hear it. Is he perfectly sure that none of his friends 
heard of this charge? Have they alltoldhimso’? If not, is not his 
own assertion a little hasty 2? We are confident that some of these 
friends both heard of this charge and believed it, because they ex- 
pressed their disapprobation of the proceedings of these brethren, on 
the very ground of what was charged against them. ‘That a censure 
of these proceedings, as manifesting intrigue, was embodied in one of 
the resolutions proposed as a pacific measure by Mr. Stark’s friends, is 
distinctly remembered by more than the Transylvanian. The asser- 
tion formerly made on this subject is now called in question, and class- 
ed among the things “utterly false in every circumstance and in every 
particular.” If, besides many who voted against Mr. Stark, many who 
voted in his favor, will not be ready to testify that such a resolution was 
read in connection with other resolutions, proposing a pacific settlement 
of the difficulties agitating the Synod, the Transylvanian is ready to 
come out in his own proper name, and though he cannot in conscience 
own a “ wilful falsehood,” he will own himself as deep in mistakes as 
the Examiner charges him with being deep in lies. It is impossible, at 
this distance of time, to recollect every circumstance particularly, nor 
is it material in this instance. The main fact is the reading, proposing, 
or moving of the resolution in question. ‘The impression of the writer 
is, that the resolution was not moved, but only read, being introduced 
out of order, after the previous question had been carried on Saturday, 
for which reason neither it, nor the others read with it, appear in the 
minutes. In this, it is possible, he may labor under some mistake. 

Of this much, however, he is confident, that a resolution in sub- 
stance charging these brethren with intrigue was introduced by their 
friends ; and it proves satisfactorily whatit was adduced to prove, that 
these friends believed in the charge embodied in their resolution. The 
Rev. Mr. Rodgers can testify whether he proposed such a resolution as 
a condition of his assenting to the rest, and the others concerned in 
framing this measure can testify whether they agreed to its being insert- 
ed. These men will not back the Magazine in asserting that what was 
advanced on this subject was “false in every circumstance and in 
every particular.” 

The Transylvanian had said that Mr. H. H. Blnir called on Mr. 
Martin to ascertain whether a distant member had arrived, whose 
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presence might have materially deranged their plans. The fact of his 
calling on Mr. Martin is admitted, and if the fact of his inquiring 
whether the distant member had arrived had also been admitted, then 
all that was asserted would have been granted. It seems now that Mr. 
Blair says he did not call “ with the design falsely imputed to him, but 
for an entirely different purpose.” Nothing was said about his designs 
farther than to attribute to him the intention to do the thing which he 
did, which seems to be a fair way of reasoning about intelligent agents. 
In what light this disavowal of Mr. Blair’s should be regarded when 
compared with the following statement of his conduct by the Rev. Mr. 
Martin, is left to every reader’s judgment. Mr. Martin in a letter to 
the writer, gives the following account of the occurrences refer- 
red to: 

“On the morning of the meeting of our Presbytery, 18th April, 
1838, I met Mr. Blair inthe street, who asked me very particularly 
whether Mr. Graham had come ; I told him that he had not, but that 
perhaps the steam-boat had not arrived. He then started off for the 
steam-boat landing; but in about an hour called at my house, and again 
asked me if Mr. Graham had come; I told him that he had not; but he 
seemed to doubt my word, for passing me in the hall he walked up stairs 
to my study, without any invitation, apparently with the design of see- 
ing whether Mr. Graham was there ornot. ‘That he made other in- 
quiries ] will not deny. But that this was the principal object of his 
calling at that time I have not the least doubt. This you know was 
stated in Synod.” 

It may be added to Mr. Martin’s statement, that every body attend- 
ing Synod, and observing the proceedings, knows that these things were 
related by Mr. Martin as proofs of that plot, of which those most in- 
terested, now declare that they had not the remotest hint until it was 
mentioned in the Religious Monitor ! 

Another falsehood charged against the Transylvanian, is his saying 
that the Presbytery of Albany met at the precise time, whereas the 
clock struck the hour before they entered the place of meeting, and of 
course it might have been some minutes, or perhaps some part of a 
minute, after the hour. It becomes one to be very accurate and pre- 
cise indeed, when grave charges of falsehood are founded on such trifles. 
The Examiner may see that the term precise was not used by the ‘l'ran- 
sylvanian so very precisely, but that he supposed the Presbytery might 
have met evensix or seven minutes later than the hour. After all, if 
the Examiner must be so precise—he thinks “ Mr. Martin’s watch might 
not have been correct”—ishe perfectly sure that the clock was correct? 
May it not have been as muck before the time as they were behind the 
clock in their meeting ? Other points of like importance with this shall be 
passed over in silence for the sake of brevity. 

The Transylvanian had said of these brethren, “ They claim in con- 
nexion with their friends to be the Scotch party, and have often told us 
of their being the learned, respectable, and pious portion of the 
church.” This saying appears to have excited no small degree of 
wrath. Among other declarations of a like character, the Examiner 
says, “ We are fully warranted to call it, not only an undisguised but a 
wilful falsehood.” Now for the proof. Is it false that these men have 
put forth claims to be the Scoteh party in the Associate Church? In 
the Associate Presbyterian Magazine, No. 1, pp 7, 8, 9, they charac- 
\erize the proceedings of the Associate Synod for a number of years, 
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as unceasing prosecutions carried on against one or other of the Scotch 
ministers ; they regard the saying imputed to Mr. Webster as the true 
explanation of the proceedings of some of the Presbyteries and also of 
the Synod, in other words, that the majority of Synod which has op- 
posed them, has opposed them because they are Scotch. They,” 
says the Magazine, “ want the Scotch under their feet and to keep them 
there.’ And they recognize themselves as the Scotch suffering perse- 
cution because of their being Scotch, for it isimmediately added, “Is it 
any wonder that the Scotch should not be greatly in love with such ex- 
pressions of brotherly affection?” and so on to the end of the para- 
graph. 

If there were any mistake in supposing that they considered themselves, 
however reluctantly driven to it, asa Scotch party laboring under perse- 
cution, the above declarations appear sufficient to show that the mis- 
take hardly deserved to be called “an undisguised or wilful falsehood.” 
But as to their claims of learning, respectability and piety has the 
Transylvanian been guilty of falsehood in this particular? Let the 
reader examine the following quotations and judge :—*‘It is, however, 
but justice to remark, that these proceedings are the work of a party, 
and they have been uniformly opposed and protested against by those 
members of Synod who are the most distinguished for their piety 
and learning.” (Ass. Pres. Mag. p. 28.) ‘A full meeting [that is plen- 
ty of Mr. Stark’s friends] would secure, that things would be done in a 
wise, just and orderly manner. (Mag. p. 3.) “Itis true the most hon- 
ore? names in that church stand on record against this unscriptural de- 
cision ;”” that is the vote convicting Mr. Stark of insubordination. (Mag. 
No. 3. p. 73.) In the first page of the Magazine, those opposed to 
these brethren are described as under the influence of “ unchristian 
feelings and motives,” acting “a strange and sinful part,” deposing 
brethren “without any just cause and even without any plausible pre- 
text,”’ as persecuting them, treating them with “much indignity and 
cruelty.” Such is aspecimen of the character which they give of the 
majority of Synod; and what is the character which they give of them- 
selves! On the same page, they speak of themselves as acting under 
“a high sense of duty,” more concerned on account of the discredit 
brought upon religion by these sinful proceedings than for any personal 
inconvenience ;” and were it not for their “ high sense of duty,” ready 
“to suffer in silence the ill usage and persecution of their brethren.” 
Mr. Stark begins his letter to his congregation by telling them he had 
been assailed by the shafts of malice, “in common with more eminent 
men.” Putting the most modest construction on his words, he may be 
considered as speaking comparatively, merely asserting his own emi- 
nence, and conceding a greater degree of it to others. In the same let- 
ter, he tells his people that an attack had been made upon himself and 
several of the most respectable ministers in the community, that is, on 
several of the Scotsmen who have acted with him, and whom he repre- 
sents as not only more respectable than their brethren, but “the most 
respectable ministers in the community.” Some of them are elsewhere 
spoken of as “the most respectable, diligent and useful ministers that 
ever belonged to the Associate Church.” (Mag. p. 104.) Mr. Stark in 
his letter to his congregation, says, ‘It can hardly be thought that the 
pious ministers of the Associate Church will approve of such a deed.” 
(Letter, p. 13.) In his remarks on a Pamphlet by the Associate Pres- 
bytery of Albany, (p. 3,) he says, “TI still entertain the hope that the 
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pious ministers in that church will not permit this most unjust decision to 
remain unreversed.” If these quotations be not enough to screen from 
the charge of wilful falsehood the aforesaid declaration that these men 
have claimed to be the learned, respectable, and pious portion of the 
church, there are a few more of the same kind in reserve. Probably, 
however, the reader will be ready to say, satis superque satis. 

Having thus disposed of the falsehoods of the Transylvanian, the 
Examiner proceeds to misrepresentations. It seems the case of Mr. 
Stark was misrepresented by its being stated that he “had been charg- 
ed with a number of flagrant offences, of which he had been convicted 
by the Synod.” If so, Mr. Stark is equally guilty against himself, for 
he uses the very same language in stating his own case, only he asserts 
that the conviction was not just,a matter which, as it was not what the 
Transylvanian proposed to consider, he neither affirmed nor denied. 
(Magazine, No. 1, p. 13th, 7th line from the bottom.) 

The next misrepresentation alleged, is in respect to the Declinature 
of the Presbytery of Albany, which the Examiner persists in denying 
to be a declinature. The argument of the Transylvanian was founded 
on the character of the paper itself, and this the Examiner has not 
touched. ‘The Presbytery of Albany, he says, did not consider it inthe 
light of a declinature, and deai with him accordingly. And what then ? 
Does the Examiner regard their judgment as so infallible, that if they 
did not so consider it, the paper could not be a declinature ; or does he 
think impunity full proof that there has been no crime? The Presby- 
tery of Albany may have erred in their judgment and procedure, but 
this does not atall aflect the true character of the paper. But itis said 
the Synod did not regard it as a declinature: They allowed Mr. 8. to 


take his seat as a member, and therefore the Examiner thinks the paper 
was not a deciinature. Mr. Stark also did not regard it in this light; 
so we have a triple argument, as good as a triple escape from prison, to 


prove that there was no guilt. But there is no need of dwelling on 
this point after the satisfactory evidence furnished in the Review, to 
prove that even the facts on which this reasoning is built are totally 
groundless. 

‘The Examiner says, that the Synod of 1837, “ perceiving the injus- 
tice and irregularity of a former decision, [relating to Mr. Stark, ] 
agreed to review it.” If the Synod had so much light as this, there 
was no great occasion fora review. They would surely have at once re- 
versed a decision which they had discovered to be unjust and ir- 
regular. 

He says, the Presbytery of Albany did not exclude Mr. Stark from 
his seat because he had given in his declinature. This has been 
shown to be directly at variance with facts. (See Review, Rel. Mon. 
pp. 400, 401.) The argument which the Examiner here advances to 
establish his point, is in substance this: Members of the Presbytery 
complained of the proceedings of the Synod in the case of Mr. Stark, 
therefore it must have been in opposition to the deed of Synod that they 
excluded him from his seat in Presbytery! Now, their dealing with 
Mr. Stark respecting his declinature, was agreeable to an order of Sy- 
nod: how then could this be in disobedience to other deeds of which 
they complained? Is it fair to regard all the obedience to the laws, 
yielded by such as oppose the administration, as acts of rebellion against 
the government? yet such is the spirit of this argument. The Exam- 
iner is evidently much puzzled about this declinature, which is a main 
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point in his defence ; and if he cannot get strong facts, he atleast gives 
us plenty of strong language. He tells us not only that he has proved, 
but that he has proved “in the clearest manner,” that this paper was 
not a declinature. Having paid this compliment to his own argument, 
“both as to matter and manner,” he proceeds to show by the aforemen- 
tioned reasoning, that the Presbytery did not exclude him on account 
of the declinature, but “in direct opposition to the decision of Synod.” 
Thus, as he thinks, having made the thing ‘“‘ very plain,” he gives the 
decision in his own favor in the most triumphant manner. “ We thus,” 
says he, “inevitably arrive at the conclusion ;” we have ‘thus estab- 
lished Mr. Stark’s right toa seat beyond ali controversy.” People are 
very ready to conclude that such strong assertions are most commonly 
employed where there is a lamentable deficency of strong reasons, 

The next alleged misrepresentation is in regard to the illegal admis- 
sion of the elder from New-York. ‘The Examiner professes to believe 
that there was no act of the Presbytery of Albany declaring Mr. Stark’s 
congregation in a state of insubordination, &c. ‘The assertion now de- 
nied was founded upon the declarations of the Presbytery of Albany, 
in a Narrative judicially enacted, in which they speak of Mr. Stark’s 
congregation as “having followed him out of the communion of the 
Associate Church,” as having no longer *‘a standing as Associate Pres- 
byterians,” but being ‘‘in a state of independency 7’ and they accord- 
ingly “exhort them to return to their former standing under the care of 
this Presbytery.” (Narrative, pp. 4, 80,31.) The suspended brethren ap- 
pear to have considered Mr. Stark’s congregation as in this excluded state 
at the time of their meeting, April 18th, 1838; for the motion, as recorded 
in their minutes for the exclusion of Messrs. Campbell and Martin, ac- 
cuses them of having deprived “ Mr. Stark and the elder from his con- 
gregation, of their seats in Presbytery.” If, then, they knew of no 
deed of the kind previous to the meeting of Synod in 1837, they sure- 
ly could not be ignorant of this deed which they proposed to censure; 
and how then can they say, “ Now this is the first time we ever heard 
of this congregation having been censured in any way. We do not 
believe that the Presbytery ever made such a declaration as this, nor 
do we believe that any such deed ever existed; otherwise we think 
we must have heard it.” But, it is pleaded, if such a deed existed, it 
must have been set aside by the Synod of 1837, which “restored” the 
elder from Mr. Stark’s congregation to his seat. Here it is acknow- 
ledged that the elder had been excluded, else how could he be restored. 
But how does the Synod’s admitting him annul the deed of the Pres- 
bytery respecting the congregation? It would be a very convenient rule 
for some, if the violations of laws and acts set them aside. The ad- 
mission of the elder from New-York was inconsistent with the act of 
the Presbytery, but it no more set aside that act, than the admission of 
a layman as an elder would set aside the law of Presbyterianism. 
Things inconsistent with the law are quite different from the abrogation 
of the law. ; 

The next misrepresentation alleged, is in regard io the way, in which 
Mr. Stark was admitted to a seat in the Presbytery, on the 18th of 
April, 1838. It is pow denied that the protests of Dr. P. 


Bullions, 


Messrs. Blair and Stark, were withdrawn in order to allow of his ad- 
mission, and it is said that these protests were withdrawn subsequently 
to his admission, at the making up of the roll. 

sition d 


This change of po- 
oes not at all affect the argument proving his admission ille- 
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gal; for it still appears that he was allowed to take his seat without any 
review, or attempt to review, the deed of Presbytery excluding him. 
This view of the case has, however, much appearance of being an 
after-thought. It was not the representation given by these brethren 
at the meeting of Synod; nor does it agree with their minutes, 
either as published by themselves, or as published from the original 
paper in the Review of their Magazine. When Dr. P. Bullions with- 
drew his protest, he is not made to say in the minutes that this was 
done, because the deed had been set aside, and Mr. Stark was allowed 
a seat, but he is made to speak as one pronouncing sentence against 
the deed, and giving his reason for it: ‘ That decision,” says he, 
“being in itself null and void, because in opposition to a decison of Sy- 
nod.” Messrs. Blair and Stark assign the same reason for withdrawing 
their protests, only in different words. The original minute, as pub- 
lished in the Review, sustains the representation formerly given of this 
proceeding still more clearly, for, according to it, Mr. Stark’s name was 
not put upon the roll until after the protests were withdrawn. It seems 
that the Examiner, feeling the absurdity of annulling a deed by with- 
drawing protests against it, wishes now to shift his position, but the new 
ground is no better than the old. According to the present representa- 
tion, Mr. Stark took his seat without any thing done, either formally or 
informally, against the deed of exclusion, and this also, while he and 
two of his brethren were continuing to protest against the said 
deed, 

The Examiner charges it as misrepresentation, that he and his breth- 
rev are said to have attempted “to exclude Messrs. Campbell and Mar- 
tin from their seats in Presbytery.” This, says be, is “wholly un- 
founded. Nothing of the kind was ever contemplated by us, and no- 
thing of the kind was ever done by us.” And yet, ina few lines af- 
terwards, he mentions that “a motion was made that they should be 
excluded from their seats, unless they would submit to the decision of 
Synod.” Here also there is a great change of position, and one in di- 
rect opposition to their own minutes. It is now said that this motion 
for the exclusion of Messrs. Martin and Campbell, was made in conse- 
quence of their “refusing all obedience to the Moderator, and continu- 
ing to disturbthe Presbytery and to interrupt its business.” And in a 
foot note it is added, ‘ This dealing with them was occasioned solely 
by their own irregular and turbulent conduct.” 

Compare with this their own minute, even as given by them- 
selves. This motion to deal with them, occasioned solely by 
their irregular and turbulent conduct after coming into Presbytery, is 
in the following words: ‘‘ Whereas, the Rev. Messrs. Martin and 
Campbell have acted in opposition to a decision of Synod, in depriving 
Mr. Stark and the elder from his congregation, of their seats in Pres- 
bytery, Therefore, Resolved, that they be excluded from their seats in 
Presbytery till they submit to the authority of Synod.” This reso- 
lution Dr. Bullions admitted he had prepared before the meeting of 
the Presbytery. Did he foresee the irregular and turbulent conduct 
which was to be the sole reason of his offering it? or was it solely 
for present disorder that it was proposed to punish past disobedience ? 
Did the Presbytery mean their own authority, when they spoke of the 
authority of Synod? or is it “wholly unfounded” to say that an at- 
tempt was made to exclude Messrs. Campbell and Martin from seats in 
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But enough has been said of such alleged misrepresen- 


tations. Itseems hardly necessary to answer charges where the ac- 


cuser is making and answering them in the same breath. 


Little need be said respecting the remainder of this paper, in which 
the Examiner professes to treat “of the unsound reasoning contained 


in the paper subscribed ‘A Transylvanian.’” As it is admitted 


that 


the weight of the reasons depends upon the facts, the chief or only 


controversy is in relation to them. 


If the Examiner will not think his 


intellect undervalued for the sake of not impeaching his sincerity, we 
would say of his remarks on the first reason, that he has not under- 
stood it. This reason in vindication of the deed of Synod was “the great 
precipitance with which those who met atthe precise time constituted, 


and proceeded to business,” 


The Examiner treats this as if the argu- 


ment had been founded on their meeting at the precise time, and not on the 


precipitance of their meeting and of their transactions. 


The circum- 


stances also, which rendered this precipitance so exceptionable, and 
without which no particular exception would have been taken against 


it, are not at all noticed. 


same way. 


The other reasons are treated 
It may be presumed, that if the Examiner’s cause had been 


much the 


more defensible, his reasoning would have been more fair, and his lan- 
guage more decorous. 

On the concluding remarks of the Transylvanian he says, “Itis here 
adinitted that this decision of the Synod may have been wrong.” This 
supposed admission is founded on the following sentence: “ After all, 
supposing that the decision of the Synod was wrong, it was a mere 


measure of administration, &c.” 
fy any thinking person that @ supposition is not an admission. 


Surely it requires no answer to satis- 


The reasoning of the Examiner, in a long note at the conclusion of 
his piece, is sufliciently answered by distinguishing between the vitia- 


tion of achurch court and the annihilation of it. 


He supposes, that if 


the Presbytery of Albany were vitiated by the admission of Mr. Stark, 
then the Synod must have been vitiated by the same unworthy member, 


and so “ There would have been no Associate Synod.” 


He supposes 


also, in the case of the Associate Presbytery of Cambridge, that the 
Synod’s setting aside what they had done ata particular meeting, when 
a member had been illegally admitted, would also have “ annihilated” 


that court. 


Now the question is not at all about annihilating church 


courts. The Synod did not decide that the Associate Presbytery of 
Albany was annihilated even for a moment, but only that their proceed- 
ings were vitiated, and that those who resisted their corrupt procee d- 
ings and withdrew, were entitled to be considered the Presbytery, in 


preference to those who remained. 


There is also a wide ditlerence be- 


tween a person’s being legally admitted toa seat, even though not wor- 


thy of it, and his being admitted in violation of the law. 


Mr. Stark 


was legally admitted to a seat in Synod when a vote was taken to re- 
lieve him from suspension, and his occupying a seat ander such cireum- 
stances, did not vitiate the proceedings of the court. In the Presbytery of 
Albany, he took a seat without any such vote of the court, and in ‘op- 


position to an act excluding him. 


If the Synod had refused to relieve 


Mr. Stark from suspension, or had voted that he was not entitled to 
a seat, and he had notwithstanding taken his seat as a member, the case 
would have been parallel. 

In the former article it was staied, that the decision of the Synod, 


even if wrong, being a mere act of administration, involving no re- 
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linquishment of profession, or even censure of these brethren, they 
might have submitted without any injury to truth er a good conscience. 
They might have exonerated themselves from all approbation of the 
act by a protest. ‘This the Examiner denies. “It is not true,” says 
he, “as this author affirms, that the way was opened for us to exone- 
rate ourselves by a protest. On the contrary, it is well known that 
we offered a protest, and it was disallowed, which was made the foun- 
dation of our declinature.” How much truth there is in this denial 
the reader may ascertain from the minutes of the Synod. (Rel. Moni- 
tor, vol. XV. p. 19.) After the decision of the Synod respecting the 
partics claiming to be the Presbytery, these brethren handed in a paper, 
in which they protested against the decision, and alsodeclared to Synod 
their purpose to resist it. A committee was appointed to report on this 
paper, Whose report was adopted by Synod. They distinguish in the 
paper what was allowable and what could not be allowed. They ad- 
mit, that so far as it was a protest, it was allowable, but so far as it pro- 
posed a contempt of the authority of the Synod, it was a declinature, 
and could not be allowed. The first sentence of this report is as fol- 
lows: ‘*That the brethren who have subscribed the above paper have 
a right to enter a protest against the deed of Synod with which they 
are dissatisfied. for their own exoneration, if they choose to do so, is 
not denied.” How then can it be said that the way was not opened for 
them to exonerate themselves by a protest? or that the Synod required 
them to “ acquiesce in this decision,” with which they were allowed to 
be “ dissatisfied,” and to express their dissatisfaction ? 

The most of these things which the Examiner has noticed, are only 
of secondary importance; and though he is forward enough to decide 
for himself that he has made his positions perfectly plain, has proved 
them in the clearest manner, &c. &c. it is left to the judgment of the 
reader how far he has succeeded, even in what he has attempted, to 
convict the ‘Transylvanian of * falsehood, misrepresentation, and un- 
sound reasoning.” ‘The main points of the case are handled very spa- 
ringly, or not touched atall. He has not attempted to show that the paper 
sent by Mr. Stark to the Presbytery of Albany, was not in its letter 
and spirit a declinature, and a paper of such a character, that it was 
utterly inconsistent in him to ask, and in them to grant him a seat, 
while it was lying on their table. He has not attempted to show 
that this paper was not referred to that Presbytery by the Synod, with 
instructions to deal with him respecting it. He has not attempted to 
show that the Presbytery transgressed any order of the Synod, or did 
not act in the way of duty in dealing with him according to the afore- 
said instructions. He has done nothing worthy of the name of an at- 
tempt to show that his exclusion from a seat in the Presbytery was 
disorderly, or his subsequent admission regular. He writes as if he 
expected his readers to take his assertions for arguments and _ his 
contradiction of others as a sufficient answer to their reasonings. 

It is rumored that these brethren intend to apply to the next meeting 
of the Synod for the redress of their supposed wrongs. If so, itis the 
more proper that all interested, and especially those who may be called 
to act judicially in their case, should examine its true merits. And it is 
evident that their case has been placed on very different grounds by their 
proceedings since their excision. The question is not now, whether the dis- 
cipline of the church exercised towards these men for their past offences, 
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shall be set aside, but whether the Synod will concurin the contempt with 
which that discipline has been treated; and whether they will over- 
look all the misrepresentations, slanders and revilings, in which these 
men have indulged against individuals, Presbyteries, and the Synod it- 
self? If there be any doubt respecting the concern of some of these 
men in slanders published anonymously, there can be none about those 
which they have published under their own names. It is evident that 
these persons cannot be admitted into the church under present circum- 
stances without rending it to pieces. Evenif those who have opposed 
them were willing to sit with them again, without their retracting the 
reproaches and slanders so unsparingly heaped upon them, it is obvious 
from the past, what use would be made of power, if it were in the 
hands of these men. They would no doubt be ready to use it as 
they attempted to use it in the Presbytery of Albany. But we cannot 
think that most of those. who have in time past favored these men, will 
follow them farther. Their spirit has made itself so manifest in the 
pages of their Magazine, that there is no need of any other exposure to 
enable all to understand their true character. If this periodical were 
designed to facilitate their readmission to the church, then they must 
at least be exempted from the charge of having managed it with much 
art; for they have not only abused beyond measure those whom they 
account their enemies, but they have been equally unsparing of some, 
who, to a certain extent, have acted as their triends. 

It is evident that, in the hands of the Examiner. nothing can be un- 
answerable; and if he be so inclined, it will be perfectly easy to reply 
to the preceding remarks, and set aside and disprove things in his usual 
clear manner. It isnot, however, probable that the controversy will be 
pursued farther by 

A ‘TRANSYLVANIAN. 





Art. IX. Letter from the Rev. Joseph McCarrell, D. D. 8. T. P. to 
the Editor of the Religious Monitor—with accompanying Remarks. 


Rev. James Martin, NEWBEURGH, Jan. 7, 1839. 
You have thought proper to state in your Magazine for November, 1838, that “there is no 
truth in my reference to the Testimony of the Associate Church,” and that I “ meant to practice 
a deception on my brethren and the christian public,” and the reason you give for these grave 
charges, is that ‘ your t stimony does not contain the sentiment imputed to it. I am accounta- 
ble for what I have written, not far your blunder. Ireferred to the ‘Testimony of the “ Ass« ciate 
Church,” and stated its meaning fairly. When I quote the testimony of John, and you do not 
find that testimony in Johnson, you have not sustained against me your charge of untruth and de- 
cepticn. The book from which I derived my statement, is entitled, ‘‘ Narrative and Tx stimiony 
agreed upon and enacted by The General Associate Synod, &c. published by appointment of fie. 
nod, Edinburgh, 1804.” Your Book is entitled ‘A Display of the Religious Prin« iples of the 
Associate Synod of North America. Albany, printed by Webster & Wood, 1828.” If the Synods 
then represent their respective churches, and the testimonies of the Synods are the testimo- 
nies of their respective churches, the difference between the testimony to which I referred and 
Post testimony, is the difference between ,‘ The testimony of the Assuciate Church and The 
estimony of the Associate Church of North America,” I therefore announced my authority 
by its proper name. ThatI have given its meaning fairly, will appear by comparing what I 
stated with the language of the document itself. My statement is, “The Testimony of the 
Associate Church allows of other inspired songs taken both from the Old Testament and the New.” 
(p. 170.) Compare this with the testimony, p. 170, sec. 5, Of the Psalmody. “ We assert and 

declare: y j 
1. That the Psalms contained in the book which bears this name, and other Sx ripture Songs 
were given by Divine inspiration, to be used in the ordinances of praise under the Old Testament. 
2. That these Psalms and Songs are of the same divine authority under the New Testament. 
- these, as well as others contained in the New Testament itself, may be sung in the ordinance 
of praise. : 
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Ihave stated the truth, and nothing but the truth. But these charges are, if possible, still moré 
surprising and unaccountable, inasmuch as Mr, Martin’s own Synod, as late as 1827, recognized 
the church which adhered to that testimony which I referred to as the same church with themselves 
and as maintaining the same testimony. 

* Against the act of the General Associate Synod ratifying the above union, (that with the 
Burgher Synod in 1821) a small minority of ministers protested, and continued to claim the name 
of the Associate Synod, and to adhere to its principles as exhibited in the testimony emitted in 
1804, and other subordinate standards, It was pleasing to find these protesters thus preserved as 
the Lord’s remnant and still occupying the same ground which they and we had been accustomed 
to occupy in fellowship of the truth, They were, by an act of this Synod passed at the same 
meeting of 1827 at Pittsburgh, judicially recognized as continuing to be one church with us and 
engaged in maintaining the same testimony in behalf of a covenanted Reformation.” A Display 
of the Religious a of the Associate Synod of North America. p. 41. 

And yet for quoting this same testimony of this one church with your own, you have not been 
ashamed to publish me to the world, as guilty of an untruth and an intention to deceive! I might 
now retort upon you the charges which you have had the candor to make against me. But as I 
am required by the highest authority to bless them that curse me, I merely remind you that when 
you have calumniated a minister of Christ, it is your duty to correct the mischief as extensively 
as possible, and with the least psssible delay. As an act of justice, [claim for this letter an in- 
sertion in the Monitor. JOSEPH MecCARRELL. 

Remarks on the above Letter. 

The foregoing letter was received at too late an hour to find a place 
in our lastnumber. We are indeed sorry, on the writer’s account, to 
be under the wecessity of publishing it at all. He must surely have 
found himself placed in an ugly predicament, or he never would have 
written in such a style. ‘The most careless reader will not fail to per- 
ceive, that this letter is sadly deficient as to common courtesy ; and more- 
over, that there is a remarkable Jditt/eness about it, as for example, 
“When I| quote the testimony of John and you do not find that testi- 
mony in Johnson,” &c. And again, ** Your Boox-————4/bany, print- 
ed by Webster & Wood, 1828.” Other specimens of a similar kind the 
reader himself will easily detect. 

But what have we done to occasion such a display from the pen of 
this courteous an@ dignified writer? Why, it seems we denied the cor- 
rectness of his reference tu the Testimony of the Associate Church, 
in a certain Report of his; and furthei, he says, that we thought proper 
to state, that he “‘meant to practice a deception on his brethren and the 
christian public.” The difference between this part of his charge 
against us and the ¢ruth, is just as great as the diflerence between a 
positive statement and the expression of a doubt. We did not directly 
charge him with meaning to practice a deception. 

In the number of the Monitor referred to, we published a Report writ- 
ten by Dr. McCarrell, on the subject of Psalmody, which was adopted 
by the Associate Reformed Synod of New-York, at their last meeting ; 
in which the Doctor says, “'The Testimony of the Associate Church al- 
lows of other inspired songs, taken both from the Old Testament and 
from the New.” In introducing this Report to the notice of our read- 
ers, we remarked:—‘ Our readers will at once perceive that there is no 
truth in the reference of Dr. McCarrell to the ‘Testimony of the As- 
| sociate Church.’ Our Testimony does not contain the sentiment im- 

i puted toit. We can not understand what the Dr. means, unless it be 
bt to practice a deception on his bretl,ren and the christian public.” 

Now, we think it will be manifest to most people who read this controversy, 
that the Doctor’s attempt to justify the propriety of his statement and to con- 
vict us of calumny, is exceedingly lame, puerile and unsuccessful. 

In a place, in the neighborhood of which several congregations belonging 
to the Associate Church reside, the Doctor’s Report was read, stating that the 
Testimony of the Associate Church declared so and so. Now, who that heard 
that Report read, (and it is probable that members of the Associate Church 
were present, ) could have thought otherwise than that the reference was to 
the Testimony of the Associate Church in this country ? Or who that has 
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seen that Report in print, where the Testimony of our church is known, 
could have dreamed that the reference was to any other document ? We ven- 
ture to say that ninety-nine out of a hundred of all who heard or have seen 
the Report in question, formed the same judgment on the subject that we did, 
viz : that the language employed by the Dr. according to any fair principle 
of interpretation, pointed directly to the Testimony of the Associate Church in 
this country. 

But, says the learned and courteous Doctor, “lam accountable for what 
I have written, not for your blunder’’—I1 did not mean the Testimony of the 
Associate Church in the neighborhood, but the Testimony of an Associate 
Church three or four thousand miles off, in Europe !—For the sake of illus- 
trating tie Doctor’s tact, let us suppose a case or two:—A certain Dr. some- 
where in the State of New-York, surrounded by Presbyterian, declares, that 
the Presbyterian Church has almost wholly degenerated into Socinianism— 
Why, what does the Dr. mean ? exclaims some Presbyterians greatly sur- 
prised—I hope he is not trying to impose on the credulity of the people ! 
You blockhead, says the Dr. in a great rage, | am accountable for what I have 
said, not for your blunder. {| meant the Presbyterian Church in Switzerland ! 
Again, the same Doctor on another occasion writes—‘* The Lutheran minis- 
ters almost toa man have turned Neologists.”” What does he mean, says 
some simple hearted Lutheran ? Surely this is not true of our ministers. Is 
he not attempting to impose on the ignorance and credulity of his readers ? 
The Doctor, much excited at this contradiction, exclaims, you calumniating 
fellow, [am accountable for what I have written, not for your blunder—l did 
not mean you Lutherans here in the United States, but the Lutherans away 
off in Germany, near the Baltic sea! Ah, Doctor, this isa poor get off! 

Our Testimony was adopted in 1784, and has ever since been familiarly 
called, in this country, ** The Testimony of the Associate Church :” But Dr. 
McCarrell insists that he is correct in calling the Testimony of the Anti-burgh- 
er Seceders in Scotland, which was adopted in 1804, ** The Testimony of the 
Associate Church,” and that there is nothing ambiguous in his language, or 
calculated to leave a false impression! Thus the Dr. settles the question, that 
the Anti-burghers in Scotland, though there be no such a church, are 
the Associate Church, and that their Testimony, though now obsolete, is 
*‘ The Testimony of the Associate Church,” and that we poor Seceders in the 
United States have no more right to be called the Associate Church, than John- 
son has a right to be called John! 

But the Doctor’s defence of his language is strangely defective, when it is 
recollected, that the document from which he quotes is no longer a Testimony 
in any branch of the Associate Church : It was abandoned in 1821, by all its 
former adherents but a few Protesters, and after the union of the Protesters 
with the Constitutional Presbytery in 1827, it was entirely laid aside, and what 
is called the Testimony of the Original Seceders substituted in its place ; in 
which Testimony the sentiment in question is not to be found. With what 
propriety then can the Dr. persist in calling that instrument, which has been 
dead for a number of years, “ The Testimony of the Associate Church ?” 
But says the Dr., ‘* When I quote the testimony of John, and you do not find 
that testimony in Johnson, you have not sustained against me your charge of 
untruth and deception.” To this little witicism we reply by “saying—A ye, 
Doctor, but when you quote the testimony of John as the testimony of John- 
son, when you know or ought to know, that John and his testimony are both 
defunct, you ought not to complain, even if such a charge were preferred 
against you. 

If the Dr. would not take itill, we might safely say that “* we cannot under- 
stand what he means,” unless it be for the purpose of obscuration, when, in 
describing our Book, he adds—** Albany, printed by Webster & Wood, 1828 ” 
Though apparently giving the title-page of our book, even down to the im- 
print, he carefully omits these words, Firra Epirion. (The first edition was 
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printed in Philadelphia, 1784.) What does he mean by this? Is it to create 
the impression that OUR BOOK is not so old as the European Testimony from 
which he quotes, that it is only the son of that Testimony, even as John- 
son is the son of John, and that, therefore, he ** announced his authority by 
its proper name v? We only ask for information. 

We deny that we have ‘ calumniated a minister of Christ” in any thing 
we said respecting the Dr.’s Report. But whether he be altogether clear of 
this charge we will not undertake to say. For even a text of scripture may 
be quoted with a calumnious intent. ‘Though there may be a show of piety 
in making the quotation, perhaps, after all, there is really more of calumny 
than piety in it. The Dr.’s quotation seems to be of this kind—** As I am re- 
quired,” says he, * by the highest authority to bless them that curse me, I 
merely remind you,” &c. ; 

Now had the Dr. been so minded, how easily might he have escaped with 
honor from any charge we brought against him, by simply admitting the im- 
propricty of his language, acknowledging that it was calculated to leave a 
wrong impression, and that he ought to have named his authority, ** The 
Testimony of the Jate General Associate Synod in Scotland.” But he has 
chosen rather to defend what is utterly indefensible ; and has thus, we think, 
placed himself in somewhat of an awkward predicament before the public. 
‘* Honesty is the best Policy.” 

We will only add, that his sending copies of the above letter to other peri- 
odicals for publication, before it could appear in ours, and before he knew 
whether we would publish it or not, to say the least, was very unhandsome 
treatment ; particularly as those periodicals had never published the statement 
complained of. The Dr.’s letter has already appeared in the Christian Maga- 
zine and in the Associate Presbyterian Magazine. ‘That any other editors 
will be found so wanting in courtesy and justice towards a brother editor, we 
do not believe. Had the Magazines named waited, and published the letter 
with our accompanying remarks, no fault could have been found with them ; 
or had we refused to publish the letter, they would have been justifiable in 
publishing it on the solicitation of the writer. Butas the matter now pre- 
sents itself, the editor of the A. P. Mag. will be regarded, on account of ex- 
isting redations, as having committed a real Samaritan trick: and the editor 
of the Ch. Mag., as being more ready to correct the alleged misstatements of 
another’s periodical, than to correct the genuine falsehoods of his own. And 
as both of these editors have inflicted on us an injury, by publishing this let- 
te: in the way they have done, we claim at their hands, as an act of justice, 
the publication of these Remarks. 





Art. X. Notices. 


The Letters respecting the Pittsburgh Convention, are necessarily ex- 
cluded from the present No., for want of room. They will be attended 
to in our next. 


Some strange statements contained in the last No. of the 4. P. 
Magazine, will be noticed in due time. 


(> As our volume is drawing to a close we hope our subscribers 
will not be forgetful of their dues, nor of our necessities. 






















































